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UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

_MPs warn of threat to paedophile checks_

29th March 2001

Criminal records held on the police national computer
are so inaccurate, with errors in up to two-thirds of
entries, that MPs have demanded that new checks to
prevent sex offenders from working with children, due
to begin this summer, should be postponed.

A report published yesterday by the Commons home
affairs select committee says the new criminal records
bureau should not be opened until police have sorted
out the problems.

The bureau, which has been promised for three years, is
due to start issuing 5m criminal record certificates in
July to those who apply for jobs working with children.

The report on the committee's inquiry into preparations
for the bureau says that up to 65 percent of entries on
the police national computer have some kind of mistake
in them, perhaps as minor as recording the wrong eye
colour, or as serious as failing to include previous
convictions.

Their estimate is based on recent evidence from the
chief inspector of constabulary, who reported that the
error rate between forces varies from 15 to 65 percent
and that there are substantial delays in updating the
records.  Although the police are expected to enter the
results of all court cases on to their national
computer within 72 hours, the best force only manages
to do it within 15 days and the worst takes 354 days.

Robin Corbett, the select committee chairman, said the
records were not yet in a fit state to be used for the
new system of criminal records certificates: "It is
generally accepted that records on the computer are
inaccurate.  What we are saying to ministers is, don't
deliberately put your foot in a mess."

A further survey by the National Association of
Probation Officers shows that some mistakes are very
serious.  In one case a man charged with a 2,500 UKP
theft was given unconditional bail because the court
was told there were no previous convictions listed in
his entry on the police national computer.  In fact he
was a murderer who had been released on licence in
1994.

In another case the fact that a man had served five
years for child abuse was not listed in his previous
convictions.

A third case omitted 32 previous convictions, including
rape and arson, of a man who was sent to a probation
hostel by a court on the grounds that he had been
convicted only of an assault and an incident involving
criminal damage.

The MPs say the job of entering details of the national
computer should be given to court clerks, who should do
so within 24 hours of a conviction.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: statistics:
----------------------------------------------------------

"Statistics taken from a sample of 650 prisoners show
that the reoffending rate of sex offenders within two
years of their release is three per cent."

Daily Telegraph, 23rd March 2001.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: security:
----------------------------------------------------------

_US company claims to defeat Britain's RIP Act_

Anonymous Web-surfing outfit SafeWeb has just expanded
its secure server facilities in New York so that
Europeans can enjoy faster access to private, and
virtually anonymous, Web browsing and e-mail.

SafeWeb's proxy servers encrypt all data transmitted
between an individual's computer and the Web sites
visited, once they've logged on to the service.  Thus
the only information one's ISP can record, hence cough
up to nosey snoopers, is the fact that one accessed the
SafeWeb site.

Web-based e-mail accounts are available, which also
encrypt all data.  SafeWeb's free browsing gateway uses
128-bit SSL, automatically disables cookies and
scripts, and hides the surfer's IP number.

The only fly in the ointment here is that one's browser
may cache requested pages locally, making them
available for inspection by nosey co-users and
administrators.

SafeWeb is in the process of dealing with this, and
will within one or two weeks' time have that solved by
encrypting URLs stored in the browser's history.
Naturally, privacy will be enhanced if the browser is
set up with page caching disabled.  Until then,
shareware software such as Cover Your Tracks and
Directory Snoop can handle that.

The company also has an application called Triangle
Boy, which adds an extra layer of security for the
truly paranoid and further obstacles and frustrations
for investigators and censors.

Triangle Boy is a randomly-distributed network of
boxes, made available by volunteers with fat pipes,
which forwards users to the SafeWeb portal.

It's a free, open source, peer-to-peer application that
the company says will bypass firewalls and other
mechanisms that attempt to block access to SafeWeb.
Users who are currently blocked from SafeWeb (or any
other site) will be able to access it indirectly
through any other computer running Triangle Boy.

Requests are transmitted to SafeWeb via Triangle Boy,
but Web content is returned to the user via spoofed
packets.  Encryption keys are exchanged between the
surfer and SafeWeb so the T'Boy intermediate box is
unable to intercept traffic.

A digital certificate scheme alerts users to decoy
T'Boy boxes -- not that police would ever dream of
employing such a cheesy trick.

Because the T'Boy boxes are distributed randomly, it is
virtually impossible for any government authority to
defeat the scheme with filtering, firewalls or
surveillance hardware -- meaning that Netizens in
notoriously authoritarian countries like China,
Afghanistan and Australia will be able to access
whatever they please on the Web and leave no trace of
their comings and goings.

http://www.safeweb.com
https://www.triangleboy.com


Similar competitor products: http://www.freedom.net

--

30th March 2001

[...] "The Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000
requires the disclosure of encryption keys and
passphrases. These powers are now expected to come in
to force in late 2001."

----------------------------------------------------------






USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

_"Dr. Laura" TV show canceled_

March 30th 2001

Laura Schlessinger's TV talk show, criticized by
homosexual rights groups and snubbed by advertisers and
viewers, was canceled after one season.

"Dr. Laura," which debuted in September, taped its
final episode this week, Paramount Pictures Television
Group said Friday.

Poor ratings had prompted stations in major television
markets including New York, Los Angeles and Chicago to
move the syndicated "Dr. Laura" from daytime to the
middle of the night.

In May 2000 the Canadian Broadcast Standards Council
ruled that anti-paedophile and anti-gay campaigner
Laura Schlessinger's radio show abusively discriminated
against sexual minorities and violated Canadian
broadcast standards.  The Council noted that "Dr."
Schlessinger lacked a medical degree to practice
psychiatry or psychology.

----------------------------------------------------------





USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Michigan to checks all new parents for child abuse_

March 22nd 2001

Michigan's Family Independence Agency is running the
names of all new babies and their parents through a
computer to determine whether their parents have a
record of child abuse.

If such a link is found, a child protective service
worker is sent to investigate.

The program, which has been in place since March 7, is
designed to fill gaps in the state's child protective
service system, which previously had no method in place
to track new parents.

The FIA will be gathering information on newborns from
the Department of Community Health -- about 144,000
babies a year -- to run background checks on parents.

----------------------------------------------------------




Russia:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Russian police complain about age-of-consent laws_

MOSCOW, March 27th 2001 -- Russian police complained on
Tuesday that under the law it cannot prosecute
pedophiles who have consenting sex with children aged
14 or over.

"We can't do anything against adults who engage in
sexual relations with children aged 14 or over since
the law was changed," the chief of the Moscow criminal
police, Alexander Binyenko, told a press conference.

Binyenko noted also that the "Russian civil code does
not cover child pornography but pornography in
general," and that this offense carried a maximum jail
sentence of two years.

The Russian parliament in 1996 lowered the age of
sexual consent from 16 to 14 years - in line with the
age in countries such as Canada and Germany.

In parliament, there is little sign of further debate
on the laws.  According to Russia's annual "State
Report on Children's Wellbeing", the number of criminal
cases of sexual activity with minors fell from 542 in
1997, when a minor was defined as someone under 16, to
194 cases in 1999, when a minor was defined as someone
13 or younger.

----------------------------------------------------------





USA: comment:
----------------------------------------------------------

_In the name of the children_

_Anti-porn crusaders hide behind our kids_

WASHINGTON, March 27th 2001 --  The Children's Internet
Protection Act is nothing more than the latest
offensive in the moralistic jihad against pornography.
It is a key offensive in the culture wars camouflaged
by the twisted rubric of 'protecting children.'  Shame
on its soldiers.  This war exploits children by using
their collective innocence as a rhetorical shield in a
vicious verbal crossfire that has simply *not yet*
spilled over into anti-abortion style violence.

This law mandates censorship inside the very
institutions we've built to teach and strengthen the
free-speech principles of the First Amendment, our
schools and libraries.  It does this by requiring these
federally funded institutions to install so-called
'filtering' software that is supposed to block access
to obscene content.

Under the CIPA schools and libraries are the victims of
nothing less than federal extortion: Either they agree
to the law and install the filtering software, or they
don't get federal funds.  This follows the success of
similar measures taken against public art galleries in
the 1980s and 90s, also under the guise of 'protecting
kids'.

It is sad to see the same gaggle of 'child protection'
advocates line up, yet again, to defend an indefensible
law that strikes at one of the foundations of our
democracy.  You see, we've all been here before.  The
evangelists supporting the CIPA also supported the
Communications Decency Act, which the U.S. Supreme
Court unanimously struck down as unconstitutional.

The subtext of the anti-porn crowd's rhetoric was the
same then as it is now, but these days the words are
harsher, the warnings more graphic and the language
more explicit.

These days Donna Rice Hughes vamps for the cameras and
camps on a well-rehearsed sound bite that invokes a
warning about a child researching the Net for a school
project on wolves only to be exposed to a picture of
woman having sex with a wolf.

But it's a lie.  There is no such picture.  Just like
when the CDA was being fought in the courts, Hughes and
her ilk liked to talk about children innocently
stumbling across a picture of a woman allegedly driving
nails through her labia and into a board (their words
and imagery, folks, not mine).

During that time, I must have asked for proof of that
picture a thousand times.  No one ever produced any
evidence of it.  I present the same challenge now with
the wolf picture - and I'm not holding my breath.

And even if the picture does exist, it would take a
Herculean effort to find.

Want proof?  Try this: Go to Google.com and just enter
the word 'wolf.'  Google comes back with 2.2 million
references.  You tell me, what are the odds of a
16-year-old kid with raging hormones wading through
even a quarter of those hits in the hopes of finding
the infamous wolf picture?  Slim to none.

The filtering programs required by this law are the
Firestone tires of the high-tech industry.  None of
them works as advertised, and, worse, they lull parents
and officials into a false sense of security.  Worse
still, some of the companies who produce them have ties
to churches and other organisations prominent in the
anti-porn campaign.

No filter is perfect.  Even with a filter activated
little Johnny or Suzie will eventually be exposed to
some kind of pornography if she sits and searches long
enough.  I guarantee it.

This begs the question: How little exposure to porn is
too much?  The anti-porn crusaders say exposure to such
material 'wounds' children, but they never say how much
exposure is needed.

Filtering advocates all acknowledge the technology's
failings.  When confronted with the 'how little is too
much' question, they usually snort, 'Well, it catches
most of it, and that's better than nothing.'

That is a specious answer and makes those that support
the CIPA culpable for knowingly allowing our children
to travel in harm's way on the digital highway.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: more comment on the Saatchi Gallery raids:
----------------------------------------------------------

23rd March 2001

_Taboo or not taboo?_

[...] A London Underground poster featuring a
seven-year-old Martin Amis [novelist] smoking was
recently banned.  But in the UK tabloids, taboo means
one thing - sex.

Images of simple nudity, and increasingly those of
children, are causing ever-growing levels of
self-interested hand-wringing.

Artist and critic Edward Lucie-Smith says the
heightening of concern over paedophilia and
simultaneous increase of depictions of adult nudity
has changed what is taboo.

"In the 19th century, the depiction of pre-pubescent
children was generally regarded as a depiction of
innocence with no suggestion that there was a sexual
element.

"In the days of hippies and flower power there were
lots of pictures of hippy fathers dangling naked
children on their knee - nobody thought anything of it.

"One could say that the structure of taboos is in the
process of being inverted."

Author John Mortimer has seen society's sense of taboos
shift since he was a junior counsel in the infamous Oz
trial of 1971 where the conviction, overturned on
appeal, of those behind the counterculture magazine
became a cause celebre.

He said that even in the absence of high-profile
obscenity trials, political correctness had led to a
puritan Britain with as many taboos as ever.

"We are living in a dreary puritan country - we are
marching relatively backwards."

Mr Mortimer said our sense of what is taboo and what is
decent was not determined reasonably but tailored for a
minority.

"It is part of this great desire for control of
people's lives.

"Censorship has been good for artists because it puts
them on their mettle to defy it.

"There is an idea that people should never be shocked -
but no healthy person lives a day without being
offended.  It is not very healthy."

Professor Graham Clarke, a specialist in photographic
art at Kent University, says a taboo "can be as much to
do with a nude photograph or somebody who has no legs,
anything that disturbs or questions is taboo - taboo
really becomes the things you don't want to see".

Mr Lucie-Smith agrees there is an ebb and flow of taboo
in UK society.

"The line swings back and forth - some things become
more permissible, some things less and it isn't a
linear progression.

"Our ideas about the intention of pictures of naked
children have been influenced and one might say
corrupted by the growth of psychoanalysis and its
emphasis on child sexuality, by a loss of innocence."

He points to the numerous examples of nudity in
religious art through the ages.  "Naked children,
running around or flying, have been in every
Renaissance painting."

----------------------------------------------------------





Science: research:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Research finds gene link to early puberty in girls_

March 26th 2001

NEW ORLEANS -- Scientists attempting to figure out why
some girls go through puberty at unusually young ages
have found a surprising suspect -- a gene that speeds
up the body's breakdown of the male sex hormone.

Many researchers believe that the age of puberty -- the
time when girls develop breasts and other sexual
characteristics -- is creeping downward.  The most
widely held explanation for this is increasing
childhood obesity, a result of junk-food diets and
lack of physical activity.

However, genes almost certainly play a role in the age
of puberty, and many assumed that the most likely
players in this scenario would be ones that control the
body's production and use of estrogen.

Research released Sunday at a meeting of the American
Association for Cancer Research suggests a more
complicated interplay of hormones, since the body's
supply of testosterone, the male hormone, seems to be a
possible key influence on the timing of puberty.

Dr. Fred F. Kadlubar and colleagues from the Food and
Drug Administration's National Center for Toxicological
Research discovered the link in a study of 192 girls
ages 9 and 10.

A study published four years ago found that about half
of all black girls and 15 percent of whites begin to
develop sexually by age 8.

Typically, girls begin breast development about a year
before their first period.  Kadlubar's team looked for
a link between genes and this change in the randomly
chosen group of girls.

They examined several genes that control the body's use
of estrogen but found no association with early
puberty.  To their surprise, though, they found a
strong link when they tested the girls for a gene that
controls the body's breakdown of testosterone.

They looked for a particular variation, called CYP1B1,
in a gene that produces a liver enzyme.  They found
that 90 percent of the girls with two copies of this
genetic variation had already begun breast development
by age 9 1/2, compared with 56 percent of those with
one copy and 40 percent with no copies.

"It tells us what goes on hormonally during the early
stage of breast development," said Kadlubar.  "Now we
have to put testosterone into the equation."

It has long been known that estrogen production
increases and testosterone falls during this
developmental landmark.  Kadlubar said the CYP1B1 gene,
by reducing testosterone levels, may trigger the
cascade of hormones involved in the start of breast
development.

Kadlubar said the enzyme he studied is critically
important to the body's well-being, so doctors are
unlikely ever to try tinkering with it in an attempt to
slow puberty.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: TV note:
----------------------------------------------------------

28th March 2001

Tomorrow evening, a BBC2 documentary will endeavour to
convince us all that a new, terrifying category of
individual is stalking the land.  They are called the
"tweenagers" and they are girls aged between seven and
12. [...]

Demographics could explain the spectacular success of
the tweens and their marketing men over the past three
years.  In the last half of the 1990s, the population's
five-to-14 age group grew significantly, thanks to the
high birth rates during the 1980s boom years.
Meanwhile the number of 15- to 34-year-olds fell by
almost 10 percent.  If one assumes that manufactured
"teen" pop actually sells to the under-14s, logic
dictates that marketeers should tend to sell to the
tweens rather than to 15- to 34-year-olds.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: art:
----------------------------------------------------------

_A novelist plays games with art_

28th March 2001

'Smallish' is a smallish exhibition exploring
relationships between adults and children, specifically
men and boys.  It is curated by the LA queer-punk
novelist Dennis Cooper, author of _Frisk_, _Period_ and
other fictions that explore, with no holds barred, the
nature of gay pornography.

Here, Cooper includes images downloaded from what he
describes as "a now-defunct, legal paedophile Usenet
news group called alt.binaries.boys.retromod". The
pictures are of a boy fully clothed, asleep.  [...]

Until April 4th. Greengrassi, London.

----------------------------------------------------------





USA: Graphic novels, censorship:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Wave 1. Fire and Ash_

Writer:_ Jean David Morvan
Artist:_ Philippe Buchet
US Publisher: _NBM

[...] There's something really, really funny about this
book.  Navee the heroine is aged to about 14 or 15 in
the graphic novel.  It's also apparent she never
discovered the concept of a bra.  Unfortunately, her
nipples are covered by a black 'tattoo' that runs
across her chest.  I soon discovered that this wasn't
exactly part of the original artwork.  The French
artists of this series, apparently, did not draw it
like that.  It's clear that the black bar of censorship
covers up... something that was already drawn.  In
detail.

----------------------------------------------------------





Possibly interesting academic papers ?:
----------------------------------------------------------

Fae Brauer, University of New South Wales.
_Picturing Paedophilia: The Salon Nymphettes
and Child Pornography of 'la Belle Epoque'_.

27th AAH Annual Conference, 2001
29 March - 1 April 2001, Oxford.

--

_Pornography, Rape and Sex Crimes in Japan_

International Journal of Law and Psychiatry 22(1):
1-22. 1999
http://www.afn.org/~sfcommed/Pornography.htm

   [ Apparently throws light on why the sex crime rate
     there is so low, while all sorts of graphic porn
     is freely available. ]

----------------------------------------------------------





--
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UK: _An Inspector calls_
USA: _Judge Rules Sex-Offender List Is Unconstitutional_

Tech: anti-censorship
Art: anti-censorship






UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

6th April 2001

_An Inspector calls_

Internet portal Yahoo!  UK has recruited an "inspector"
charged with responsibility for drawing up guidelines
to deal with the paedophile content allegedly rampant
in its chatrooms.

Annie Mullins, senior policy officer for British
children's charity NCH Action for Children, will begin
work at Yahoo! in May.

The inspector will not work as a moderator --
moderators usually oversee all conversations and deal
with swearing, racism, abuse and attempts to meet
children offline -- but will research an overview of
the setup at Yahoo!, and see what further protection
procedures may need to be put in place.

Last month a man, who used a Yahoo! chatroom to entice
a 13-year-old girl into meeting him, had his five-year
sentence halved by the Court of Appeal.

-----------------------------------------------------------






USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Judge Rules Sex-Offender List Is Unconstitutional_

5th April 2001

A federal judge has ruled that Connecticut's
sex-offender registry law is unconstitutional.

The ruling was released Monday by U.S. District Judge
Robert N. Chatigny.

Chatigny said the registry, authorized in 1994, denied
sex offenders the right to due process, because it
provided no mechanism for them to show they are not
dangerous and should not be listed.

State legislators said they now want to begin
formulating a response, in case Chatigny orders the
suspension of the state's online registry.  He is to
discuss potential legal remedies next Monday with
lawyers for the state and "John Doe," the offender who
anonymously challenged the registry with the aid of the
Connecticut Civil Liberties Union.

The state publishes the names, photographs and home
addresses of sex-offenders on a web site that can be
searched by town, zip code or an offender's name.

Attorney General Richard Blumenthal said he plans an
appeal.

-----------------------------------------------------------






Tech: anti-censorship:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Turn your mobile phone into a Web server_

5th April 2001

Researchers at Microsoft's laboratories in Cambridge
have managed to squeeze a minuscule Web server into a
GSM mobile phone SIM card.

The researchers are more than just showing off,
however, and claim that the development could lead to
new mobile Internet payment methods.

The tiny server, called the WebCamSIM is based on the
MS Smart Card platform and allows an ordinary GSM phone
to serve up text to computers over the Internet.
Messages are sent through an SMS (Short Message
Service) gateway, which translates them back and forth
into a form that can be sent around the Internet.  The
WebCamSIM server can be programmed with the software
tool set for the MS Smart Card.

Kai Rannenberg, a member of the Microsoft Security
Group which is leading the research, says the technique
makes use of the weak 40-bit encryption and security
that is built into GSM networks and therefore
represents a cheap and easy way to make secure payments
over the Internet.  Rannenberg also says, however, that
theoretically the WebCamSIM could be used to serve up
ordinary Web pages.  "There is nothing to stop you, in
practice," he says.  "You could deliver a simple text
page."  However, messages would have to be little more
than a re-direction Web link, as GSM memories are only
64k, and GSM networks restrict phones to sending just
160 SMS characters at one time, and a user is charged
for each individual message.

The next generation of 3G networks will raise the
stakes by using 128bit keys, but UMTS phones will also
be considerably more powerful.

--

_British Firm Develops 'Unbreakable' Polymorphic Encryption_

6th Apr 2001

BitArts, a company founded by a group of ex-computer
software crackers, has developed a revolutionary
encryption system they claim is all but unbreakable.

John Safa, BitArt's founder and chief technical
officer, said that the encryption system works by
changing the data on-the-fly while it is in the memory
of a PC.  This means that elements of the program
itself - which is used to encrypt and decrypt the
required data - actually change within the PC's
RAM memory, making a disassembly of how the software
works utterly impossible.

The only way in which an encrypted data stream could be
broken, he said, would be by using a brute force
approach and stepping through every possible decryption
combination possible until an understandable data
string resulted.

"If you disassemble the program, the memory dump from
the PC will differ on a second-by-second basis.  This
is because of the polymorphic way in which the package
operates," he said.

Safa said that some of the ideas for the BitArts
encryption technology came from the way in which
polymorphic viruses change their appearance by
encrypting themselves each time they execute.

"Our programmers, many of whom are ex-crackers, used
this approach to design the mutation engine encryption
system," he said, adding that the company plans to
develop a "data wrapper" system to encase messages and
software and so protect them.

-----------------------------------------------------------






Art: Censorship:
-----------------------------------------------------------

April 2001

_A modest reminder_

*It may look real, but illusion on the Web is no crime*


The squeamish should avoid the Web's nether regions.
If you have never ventured down below, you may not know
What Lies Beneath.

Have you heard about the site that shows you exactly
how a newborn kitten's skull can forcibly be shaped
over three months into the shape of a rectangular jar?
Or happened upon the site in which a writer calmly
describes how the skin of a human infant can be used to
make gloves?  Also provided are suggestions for
preparing its flesh in a variety of ways for human
delectation ("stewed, roasted, baked, or broiled").

The Web page advocating pedo-cannibalism has not drawn
public protests that I am aware of, but Bonsai Kitten
has been the object of e-mail protests that have forced
its Internet service-provider hosts to move the site
several times.  Meanwhile, the FBI has launched an
investigation of the site.

It's an interesting case because Bonsai Kitten is a
parody.  It involves no harm to actual kittens, any
more than human infants were harmed by the second site
- Project Gutenberg's reproduction of Jonathan Swift's
"A Modest Proposal" (1729), which was a broadside
against the indifferent rich, not a ghoulish cookbook.

Like Swift's work, Bonsai Kitten, the brainchild of
maverick Massachusetts Institute of Technology artists,
is devilishly well executed.  The site provides
information about rectilinear glass vessels, breathing
and feeding tubes and drills, and "calcium sequestering
agents" for softening a kitten's bones.  No detail
seems to have been overlooked.

Humor magazines, both printed and online, provide a
context for parodies; when the *Onion* pokes fun at
animal-rights advocates ("Heroic PETA Commandos Kill
49, Save Rabbit"), we don't think for a picosecond that
a raid on a cosmetics research lab actually took place.
But with a free-standing Web site, there is no
surrounding context to reassure us that the pages are
fiction.  The logos of Visa and MasterCard give the
site additional verisimilitude, though if you click to
order your own custom-shaped kitten, you'll find no
means to actually do so.

_Freedom of the farce amendment_

We should not forget that the First Amendment protects
the free expression of humor, regardless of whether a
citizen - or even many citizens - finds the work to be
decidedly unfunny.  The revelation that Bonsai Kitten
is a college student prank has not impressed the site's
critics, however.  Typical is the spokeswoman for the
Humane Society of the United States, who says the
site's mere existence could encourage people to
experiment on their own pets.

The Humane Society is crediting the Web with the power
to exert a much more pernicious influence upon
consumers of entertainment than have older media such
as theater, books, movies, and television.  We have
long been exposed to a million narratives that include
murders; if the late-night "Million Dollar Movie"
rebroadcasts *Arsenic and Old Lace*, no one is likely
to be concerned that copycat serial killings will
follow.  But the unproven assumption that storytelling
on the Web is more likely to generate mimetic crimes of
violence has been blindly adopted by Congress, too.

Until the mid-1990s, federal law prohibited the
production and distribution of pornography that
visually depicted real children engaged in sexual
activities.  But in 1996 the (bizarrely named) Child
Pornography Protection Act was passed, banning
computer-generated sexual images that did not involve
actual children.  The law's proponents reasoned that
the availability of child pornography would lead
pedophiles to victimize real children.  The Ninth
Circuit Court of Appeals, however, overturned the law
as unconstitutional, saying that no scientific studies
link fabricated images to increased sexual abuse.  We
await a final ruling when the U.S. Supreme Court takes
up the case in its next term.  Perhaps the justices
will offer incidental remarks about Bonsai Kitten and
"thought crimes" in the absence of a feline victim.

The citizenry of a free society cannot look to the
courts or the legislature to curb noxious speech - or
spare it artists' parodies that fall flat.  This was
true before the advent of the Web, and it remains true
now.  The Web's power as a communications medium
derives from an aspect that has been little remarked
upon: the use of photographs.  If Bonsai Kitten
provided visitors with only textual descriptions of
"the long lost art of body modification in house pets,"
it would have received no more attention than Swift's
unillustrated text on the Web.  Far more than a
thousand words would be needed to equal the impact of
the sequence of photographs at Bonsai Kitten: a) a
kitten shown halfway in the glass jar, apparently
prodded by a human hand and a shoehorn, b) a close-up
of the kitten's head pressed up against the interior of
apparently the same jar.

It's easy to forget that photographs lie - we have been
discovering and forgetting this ever since retouching
techniques were first used in the 1840s.  And in case
we need reminding, Bonsai Kitten's webmaster posted a
photo on his personal Web page of a human head
scrunched into a bottle identical to the one in which
we thought we saw the kitten's.  You may find that
amusing or not.  But artists and illusionists are not
criminals.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Lloyd' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Things are still going pretty well here.  My little
coterie of littlest cuties is still showing interest,
and they are still as pretty.  At the moment I am
getting up the nerve to 'ask them out' [on a 'date']
somewhere.  This is slightly unexplored territory, as
all of us who work here have been invited to do things
by the kids, we have not taken the initiative yet.
I'm thinking about a picnic in the park.  I'm sure
they would come.  Hey, it's all good lengua practise,
to use a Spanish double entendre.

--

The girls here have wonderful hair.  The hair itself
looks great, and is almost uniformly well-styled.  Long
hair is in too, which is always fine by me.  I can't say
I'd noticed - though I must have done - the way that a
girl's hair moves as she walks.  A long pony-tail doing
it's fascinating dance between the shoulders of a
little girl is a sight to behold.

--

Went with one of my local colleagues to visit his
family.  He had a lovely little niece not yet of school
years. She was preciously precocious, and really
outgoing. She loved talking to us.  Her voice was
beautiful, but the little-girl accent did make it a
bit difficult for me to understand her Spanish.
Still, I wasn't complaining.

--

'Mneme' mentioned a computer game that was altered for
sales in the states.  Well, a couple of months back I
went back to playing a game I hadn't played since
before I "discovered myself".  It's the Blade Runner
computer game, and it has multiple endings.  One of
these endings sees the character you play (an adult
male) fleeing the city a la Harrison Ford in the film,
yet with a pretty 12/14 year old who is madly in love
with you!  Quite a daring ending.  Also, if she turns
out to be a replicant, she is the "Lolita Model".

--

I was reading in the press-clippings about a scheme
going ahead back home.  This is the provision of e-mail
addresses to schoolchildren (or not - due to the
"dangers of paedophiles" the e-mail addresses will be
only for whole classes). Here is a little excerpt from
the article:

>Global pen-pals will be able to write to a named
>class,
>but never an individual, as the pack also stipulates
>that no child be identified by name or give any other
>personal details online.

Now, is it just me, or does forbidding the kids to give
out personal details kind of defeat the point of having
a pen-pal?  I mean, the conversations are hardly going
to be very interesting, are they?  Mass hysteria
- ain't it great?

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:

>>Laws in Canada criminalize written (such as sexual
>>fiction), as well as photographic pedophilia. The
>>Supreme Court of Canada had in January upheld a
>>federal ban on the possession of child porn but
>>allowed personal pornographic writings for a
>>person's
>>own use, or erotic material taken for one's own use
>>with the consent of those depicted.  Distributing
>>or selling such written material remains a crime,
>>the court decided.

>Does anyone know what the case is in the US?

No, sorry, but I'll go into "amateur lawyer" mode and
answer what I think on the others.

>What about sexually-oriented *non-fiction*
>involving lgs?

I guess that kind of depends.  If it were just
"sexually-oriented", rather than gratuitously sexual, I
do not think it would be able to be classed as
pornography.  If you write primarily explicit sexual
description, it would be classed as porn, and I guess
would be illegal.  As for the non-fiction part, I'd say
you were in dodgy territory.  If what you were
describing was illegal (ie, if you say in it that you had
sex with a minor) I think that you might have problems.
You probably could be prosecuted for what you 'did', and
you'd have already written your own confession.

>What about publishing a book about one's true
>experiences?

Hey, if you do, I'll buy it.  But I think that what I
wrote above would apply.  And if you were going to
publish, I think you'd probably have to have the other
parties' consent (ie, any girls involved, and anyone
else you write about) or you could be sued.  And if
these any of the girls have an unfavourably disposition
towards you, you might have difficulty getting that.
Of course, if you wrote a fictional book that _just
happened_ to bear a striking resemblance to aspects of
your own life...

>Is this a crime in Canada?  In the US?

I don't think that publishing would be a crime -
providing you weren't writing porn - but like I said,
if you said it was autobiographical you probably could
be prosecuted for any crimes you claimed to have
committed.  You have the freedom of speech, but the
law has the right to arrest you if you use it to
say the wrong thing.  ;)

>Can a book like _Green Fruit_ be published today in
>the US?

Not sure about that, as I don't know the book.  What's
it about?  (Well, I guess little girls, but more
specifically than that.)  I guess that it could be
published, unless it has been banned.  Whether a
publisher _would_ publish it, though, is another matter
entirely.

--

>But being excited by a girl with small breasts, or no
>pubic hair, or slim, small legs?  No.  This type of
>attraction maybe somewhat uncommon (or not, who
>knows)...

Not as uncommon as people would like to think, I feel.

>...and may be considered socially aberrant, but IMHO
>it is
>not genetically-blueprint-aberrant.

Mmm-hmm, I'd agree with you there.  If we're going to
be talking in Darwin/evolution/man-as-an-animal terms,
it is perfectly natural to be attracted to pubescent
girls.  (If not pre-pubescent) In nature, basically as
soon as the female begins to ovulate, she's 'fair game'.
In humans, this would be about eleven or twelve, or
even younger.  In fact, some time ago, I was reading an
interesting article in the newspaper.  It was about the
modern family in "Darwinian" terms.  It was saying that
when a woman hits the menopause, the man is genetically
programmed to find her less attractive, and this may
count for the number of divorces that occur.  It went
on to say that where a man marries a forty year-old
mother, he is actually "programmed" to want to have sex
with her fourteen year-old daughter rather than her.

>In the amusing parlance we have developed
>here, these would not be considered "prived" or
>"generate" activities, whereas I think girl loving
>_is_
>prived and generate.

Hey, I knew they'd catch on eventually!

--

>selfishness is part of it. [gl-ing]  But so what?

Exactly.  As long as the "self" part is less than the
"other person" part there's no problem with some
selfishness - it's unavoidable.  And - let's face it -
if you only ever did things for other people, and never
thought about yourself at all, chances are you'd have a
pretty miserable time.

>I can receive almost as much pleasure from
>caressing a girl as the girl herself gets.

If not more - it's probably just "cuddling" for her,
while it is so much more to us.

>But my point is, it IS possible to be unselfish
>under some circumstances.

Yeah, I'd agree, but I think that _very_ few actions
are _completely_ selfless.  They may be more or less
selfless, but there is generally _some_ degree of
self-interest involved, even if only subconsciously.
It is - like you mentioned - actions like saving
someone from drowning that are entirely selfless.  But,
hey, that's why those guys get medals.  ;)

--

To 'girl luvr':

Just wanted to say thanks again for your excellent
life story. I hope you've enjoyed sharing it as much
as I've enjoyed reading it.

--

That's all for now. Love and be loved, friends.

'Lloyd'
--------------------------------------------------------






'Rawdog' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

'Lloyd' wrote:
>I don't _think_ that criminal action could be taken
>against a teacher who slept with a student.
>(Providing, of course, that she was above the age of
>consent.)  The decision to fire a teacher who has had a
>consensual affair with a student of legal age is a
>matter of school policy, not law.  If the rules of a
>business required the employees to wear a uniform, an
>employee could be fired for not wearing it, but it
>would not make it illegal.  It is just the same with
>the teacher and student.  Of course, if the student
>were below the age of consent, that would change
>matters.

Lest anyone be lulled into complacency by Lloyd's
observations, let me say that this could not be more
incorrect.  In the last 10 years or so a spate of
US states have enacted laws which *specifically* proscribe
a sexual relationship between a student and teacher in
the same school, regardless of her age.  If she is
under the age of consent, that is simply one more law
broken for which you can also be prosecuted.  What you
say may be true where you live, but not here in the US.

'Rawdog'
------------------------------------------------------






'Dalderious' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

I wrote:
>(physically, unlike my usual feet)

Ianthe's spell-checker "corrected" the word "feat" to
read "feet".  Destroyed the whole pun.  :-) For the
most part, however, Ianthe does a great job.

--

'Talitha Cumi' wrote:
>>'Dalderious' wrote:
>>Wow, this is a question that both has to do with the
>>list, and also does not. I won't answer because my
>>answer would be very much off-topic. Though I have a
>>lot to say on this topic.

>I can imagine - it's a pity there's no way of making
>contact 'off the list'.

>But yes, you will understand why this is a "hot"
>subject for me (and, I suspect, you), given our
>sexual attraction, yet weighed in the balance with
>what we believe to be unadulterated TRUTH. Oh well -
>one day we will know all - and till then we see "as
>in a glass, darkly".

Well, just be happy that we'll not meet. If we'd meet,
we'd either agree with each other and be bored, or
argue and be at each other's throats.

>Deep philosophy - and therefore probably off-topic
>for the list, but I might just add the comment that
>the mature person can see (and argue) from his
>opponents viewpoint as well as protagonising his own
>- and that's where the complexity and apparent shades
>of grey come in. Thanks for your comments.

I believe that is not true.  Arguing from your
'opponents' viewpoints is a talent.  Either you do not
believe fully in your own point of view (and therefore
can understand the other point), or you believe that
there are many views, just that yours is the one to be
followed (which is why you argue it) and can therefore
jump into anyone's argument.  Believing that you are
correct, and that your interlocutor is incorrect, puts
an unusual burden on yourself to understand the
(incorrect) vantage point.  It is like saying, "I know
you are standing on nothing, but I can do it for you".
There is a third case where you can argue the other's
point, however, it would take me too long to explain
and would inevitably contain other personal
philosophical and religious topics that are not
appropriate for this list.

I have arguments with people all the time about many
things.  So I have a lot to say on this subject.  To
tell you the truth I'd love to discuss it off this list
with you, alas, this does not seem possible.

--

I had a dream the other night.  In fact twice in the
same night I dreamt about lgs.  At first I was going
home - home meaning the house I grew up in - and I meant
to take a shortcut by going through another's field and
climbing the fence.  Whilst I was in that field, I saw
an lg in her swimming attire, lying on a towel, as if
she was at a beach.  I was nervous that she saw me (I
was intruding) so I ran to the fence.  To my dismay,
the fence had a second fence in front of it, and this
fence was not climbable.  So, I went around the long
way, waiting to get home and stare at the pretty sight.
However, by the time I got a bit further the dream had
changed scenes.  I have no idea what that dream meant,
though I hope I have more of them.

In a second dream, an lg that I know via a friend of
hers, was with her parents, and I walked by.  She has
basically ignored me ever since I stopped visiting her
friend's family.  As she was standing in front of me I
wanted to say something.  Finally, she couldn't
completely ignore me, I thought.  Well, she walked over
to me and said something friendly, and kept on walking
by.  I didn't say anything back, for I did not want to
pour out my feelings in front of her parents.  Strange
thoughts have I, in my dreams.  I was dreaming about
her, as I had seen her recently, and haven't been able
to get her out of my mind.  I'd love to spend time with
her, even if only in my dreams.  But to come so close
and then not be able to do anything, just makes it hurt
more.  And when I dream about it happening like that,
it probably proves that I set myself up for failure.

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
> Not only am I turned on by an eleven year old, but
> I'm turned on because she reminds me of
> an eight year old.

I don't have anything good to respond, but I had to
say something. I got a good chuckle out of that.

--

>  Why should it be that it is seen as more wrong when
> it is "normal people" like us who are on the wrong
> end of things?

The majority and the minority can be divided on two
separate issues.  One is thought; id est, theology,
philosophy, or even general desires.  The other is more
physical; id est, appearance, locale, reactions, etc.

--

>>Those were dark times.  Desires were rampant and
>>uncontrolled and concentrated on women in their
>>twenties and thirties.

>That needs to be read by the bloke with the deep
>voice
>that does the trailers for films.

It's beginning to sound like some lg horror film. :-)

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>If you believe in evolution, which seems
>a no-brainer at this point,

Yes, because only someone with no-brains would believe
it. :-)

>It is difficult to define 'normal' behavior.  What
>are you going to say it is?  Husband and wife, same
>exact age, missionary position?  If not same age,
>then how much difference can there be before it
>becomes abnormal?  5 years? 10? 30?

It becomes normal when the average person believes it
to be normal.  Average must be taken into perspective.
Family, city, region, country, and planet all have big
changes on what is considered average.

--

>Also: Someone (Dal) mentioned how no-one did anything
>except for selfish reasons.  An interesting concept,
>but there is something you leave out.  There is, deep
>down in all of us, a deeply subconscious
>understanding
>that we are, at bottom, all one.

I disagree. We are all completely separate. We only
live together because we have to.

> This is why a person can and will  risk his life to
> save another person he doesn't even know, and
> even lose it in the process sometimes.

How many people would do that? I think you are
being overly optimistic. I doubt the average person
would give his life if not trying to be a "hero".
There are those who feel that we should help others
because we want them to help us, and there are those
who believe that they would not be able to live with
themselves knowing they "selfishly" didn't
risk anything. There are even those who appreciate
life that much. However I doubt that is the case for
most people. Or maybe I've been cursed to lived with
the wrong group of people.

> It is why we feel pain and sadness and loss
>when we hear of the sufferings of others, or see a
>starving child on TV, or learn of the abuse of a
>child
>we never knew.

I feel it because if I didn't I would become callous.
I also feel it because I imagine it happening to me.
Almost out of fear, I feel for others. The abuse of
children is no worse than the abuse of anyone else. I
do feel it more however, both because I am a
paedophile, and (although I am somewhat ashamed to
admit) out of a strange form of jealousy.

> The great mystics believe the human
>collective is one body, and that our individual
>physical manifestations are but illusions.

Again, I disagree. I don't know who these mystics are,
but I assure you they are not "great". I have my own
philosophies about these things, and they go to the
extreme opposite of this position. If however, you
meant the soul, per se, then we may be able to agree
on some points.

>I will admit, in the case of loving an lg, there is
>some selfishness on my part, too.  I want to feel her
>touch, her warmth, her skin against me;

What if her skin felt yukky? Sometimes I'll have an lg
use a towel or napkin to dry off clammy hands. I love
the feel of an lg, but that is the least of my desires.

>I can receive almost as much pleasure from
>caressing a girl as the girl herself gets.  But my
>point is, it IS possible to be unselfish under some
>circumstances.

We'll just have to disagree here. This is not the
forum for me to prove it to you otherwise. I firmly
believe that any person who can make decisions about
their actions, is inherently selfish. Even if the
choice is to listen to someone else's decisions, that
choice is selfish, though it has less bearing
on the actual action.

--

'Girl luvr' wrote:
[snip biography]

Thanks for the life story.

'Dalderious'
------------------------------------------------------







'Thad' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Hello.  I wanted to say thanks for the subscription and
for finding such a rich and provocative sharing of
experience going on.

Belated, since I have been lying in a hospital bed for
over a week admiring the food from a distance :-/  and
re-reading _Lolita_ (with its fake cover from a heavy
philosophy tome -- no one ever asks what I'm reading
then!) in a mournful frame of mind.  My sweet little
dove who flits in and out of my life has been taken
abroad yet again and I am once again left wondering if
we'll ever pass an hour again giggling over funny
comic-strips or playing at Harry Potter.  And yet again
I go round that old tangle of trying to decide I won't
see her again because the absence can be so
unendurable.  I will admit to feeling very Humbertish
right now, since "I have only words to play with!"  and
like him considering my mortality.

And I shall be dumped where the weed decays, And the
rest is rust and stardust.

Am I getting to be a selfish old man?  Or am I merely a
selfish convalescent?

'Thad'
--------------------------------------------------------






'The Fairy Knight' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Ah, I have once again been remis.  And it sounds like a
good deal of great debate has gone on without me.
Well, onward then.

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>Also: Someone (Dal) mentioned how no-one did anything
>except for selfish reasons.  An interesting concept,
>but there is something you leave out.  There is, deep
>down in all of us, a deeply subconscious understanding
>that we are, at bottom, all one.  This is why a person
>can and will  risk his life to save another person he
>doesn't even know, and even lose it in the process
>sometimes.  It is why we feel pain and sadness and
>loss when we hear of the sufferings of others, or see a
>starving child on TV, or learn of the abuse of a child
>we never knew.  The great mystics believe the human
>collective is one body, and that our individual
>physical manifestations are but illusions.

Thank you for bringing this up, its probably the only
good argument against the "selfishness" theory.  I
personally dislike the "Oneness" ideology, being a
staunch individualist at heart.  I think that on some
level we are all linked together, but its not the same.
True selflessness is possible simply because it is
possible.  The are no beginnings and there are no ends,
only endless cycles along eternal path of time.

As to the "blueprint".  Here is my take on the matter.
I have never conformed to any proper blueprint in any
way, not deliberately but by nature.  And I have found
that every person seems to be an exception to some rule
or another.  I read some time past a theory that might
explain this.  This is essentially based on my beliefs,
so please bear with, or skip ahead if you like.....

--

The essay that I read, I wish I could remember the
title, stated essentially that well all human beings
bear similar bodies and seemingly similar minds, there
souls are of different kinds.  Each person is in fact a
different "species" if you will.  And each has its own
goals, purpose, and needs both similar and dissimilar
to every other soul.  In other words, it is not that we
are outside the blueprint or are somehow flawed.  It is
that we are a different blueprint all together.

Wow.  That was almost deep.  Maybe I better swim for
shore before I drown.

--

Okay, on another subject, someone asked if the stories
I write tend to include LGs or LGL ideas (LGLism?).  I
must admit yes.  In fact, that is frequently my initial
inspiration.  I wouldn't mind at all except how would I
ever manage to get it published?

This place is absolutely crawling with little girls.
"Water water everywhere and not a drop to drink".  How
is a man like me supposed to find a LG to befriend in
this paranoid society of ours?  That's all I really
want!  I wouldn't be adverse to more, but all I really
want is a FRIEND!

I think I'll crawl back into my little corner and mope
now.

'The Fairy Knight'
--------------------------------------------------------
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    [ Press-cuttings digest ]



UK: _Compensate wrongly accused teachers, says union_
UK: _Guides to be given lessons in lesbianism_
Eire: _DPP move rapped as 'dangerous precedent'_
Eire: _US not to pursue child porn citizen_

USA: statistics
USA: research findings
UK: culture and book notes
USA: culture
Opinion





UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Compensate wrongly accused teachers, says union_

19th April 2001

The taxpayer should foot the bill for pupils who make
malicious allegations of physical or sexual abuse
against teachers, the National Association of
Schoolmasters Union of Women Teachers (NASUWT) demanded
yesterday.

Delegates at the union's annual conference in Jersey
voted unanimously for teachers to be given anonymity
until the accusations were proved and for accused staff
to remain working rather than be suspended.

Teachers whose lives were ruined by false or
unsubstantiated allegations should be paid compensation
from a national fund similar to the Criminal Injuries
Compensation Scheme, the general secretary of the
union, Nigel de Gruchy, said yesterday.

Delegates had demanded that pupils' parents should pay
but, speaking after the debate, Mr de Gruchy ruled that
out.

"If you are trying to get compensation you have to go
where the money is and that is not with these families
- it is with the state," he said.

"These allegations are made by a very small minority of
pupils of evil intent.  Most of their families are
pretty dysfunctional and do not have any money.''

Delegates had said that only by making parents pay
could the number of malicious allegations be cut.  The
number of accusations against teachers investigated by
police has increased from 42 in 1991 to 159 last year,
the union's figures show.  More than 2,000 teachers
have been the victims of false or unsubstantiated
allegations of abuse in the past 10 years.  John
Tobutt, from Cardiff, blamed lawyers "looking to make a
quick buck out of children's problems" for the increase
in allegations.

Par Lerew, of the union's national executive, said: "If
a child wrecks a phone box their parents can be held
responsible and made to pay for the damage.  If a lying
pupil wrecks someone's life there is no redress.  If
there was, parents would think twice before backing
their little cherub's stories."

Many teachers' careers were ruined by allegations which
made it impossible for them to return to school after
being suspended even if they were proved to be
innocent, delegates were told.

The Government's attempts to reduce the anguish of
accused teachers did not go far enough, the conference
agreed.  Last week, David Blunkett, the Secretary of
State for Education, set a target of dealing with all
allegations within three months instead of taking
years.

Jules Donaldson, a teacher from Sandwell, said: "The
vast majority of allegations are malicious.  The cases
we have heard about are only the tip of the iceberg.
Most are dealt with locally and never come to court so
people are never proved to be innocent though they have
done nothing wrong."

----------------------------------------------------------




UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

19th April 2001

[...] The Catholic Church is proposing that priests
would be expelled from the Church if they had received
a prison sentence of more than 12 months for child sex
abuse.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

22nd April 2001

_Guides to be given lessons in lesbianism_

The Guide Association is to teach teenage girls about
lesbianism in a move that has been denounced as a
betrayal of its founding principles.

Under plans being drawn up with the Sex Education
Forum, a Government-funded relationship service, the
association will train its Guide leaders on how to
advise girls worried about their sexuality.
Counsellors will be employed to give girls more
detailed information and support, or to take over where
leaders are reluctant, or too embarrassed, to talk
about sex.

The association, which came under fire last year after
publishing a book with a girl unrolling a condom on its
cover, is providing the advice on lesbianism as part of
a wider initiative to teach girls about relationships.
It insists that the move will make it "more relevant"
to the modern world and ensure that it remains an "open
and inclusive" organisation.

Opponents, however, said that the association was
making a mistake.

Robert Whelan, the director of Family and Youth
Concern, a parents' pressure group closely aligned with
right-wing Christian groups, said: "It is tragic
that this movement, which was set up to encourage the
highest standards of behaviour and idealism among young
people, has gone so far off track.  This goes against
everything that it was founded for."

  [ Ianthe comments: Mr. Whelan doesn't know his history... :)

    Jeal's definitive biography of Baden Powell (Jeal, Tim.
    _Baden-Powell_ Hutchinson.  London, 1989.  680 pages),
    founder of the Boy Scouts and the Girl Guides,
    has revelations about the leading lights of the early
    Girl Guides - many of them seem to have been lesbians.
    This is just a snippet from several pages of detailed
    evidence:

    "Romantic friendships between senior Guide officials
    and ordinary Guiders were sufficiently common to excite
    little comment..." Page 478. ]

----------------------------------------------------------





Eire:
----------------------------------------------------------

20th April 2001

_DPP move rapped as 'dangerous precedent'_

A criminal lawyer has attacked a move by the DPP to
enter a nolle prosequi in sex abuse claims against four
Christian brothers [priests] as a "dangerous
precedent".

The State has put on record its intention to enter the
nolle prosequi in the case against the brothers accused
of abusing children in the 1960s in a Munster school on
the grounds that it would be unsafe to prosecute
because of the long passage of time since the alleged
abuse occurred.  But that could mean lifting the threat
of prosecution against all those alleged to have
committed offences in the 1960s, said Limerick City
solicitor John Devane.

The Garda [police] authorities have already written to
a number of alleged victims explaining to them that
they may not be proceeding with their cases because of
the DPP's decision.

----------------------------------------------------------





Eire/USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

_US not to pursue child porn citizen_

19th April 2001

The US authorities 'will not be pursuing' one of its
citizens who was sent home after trial for possession
of child pornography, Dublin District Court has been
told.

Thomas O, from Arizona, was yesterday sentenced to four
months imprisonment in his absence at the court.  He
was arrested coming from a shipping company's offices
in Mulhuddart after collecting a packet of alleged
child pornography.

The case was adjourned so arrangements could be made to
have him flown back to the US.

Yesterday, Judge David Anderson was told 'O'
had been escorted to Dublin Airport last Thursday by
Det Sgt Malachy Dunne and put on a flight to Boston.
Det Sgt Dunne said information was forwarded to US
officials and 'O' was interviewed, but the US
Attorney General's office had decided it was 'not going
to pursue it'.

----------------------------------------------------------






USA: statistics:
----------------------------------------------------------

April 2001

[...] Last year, the U.S. Customs handled only about
300 cases of child pornography transported across
borders, according to a staff analysis in support [of
the] CS-SB 144 bill, which the Florida Senate Judiciary
Committee unanimously approved Tuesday.

----------------------------------------------------------






USA: research:
----------------------------------------------------------

21 April 2001

_Child care 'turns out smarter, nastier children'_

The biggest long-term study of childcare has found that
children placed with childminders or in nurseries turn
out aggressive, disobedient and defiant by the time
they are in kindergarten.

Regardless of whether the children were from rich or
poor homes and were looked after by a relative, a nanny
or in a childcare centre, they showed heightened
aggression at four and a half compared with those who
were looked after by a parent.

The researchers also found, however, that toddlers
cared for in nurseries or by childminders learnt to
speak and think more quickly, leading experts to
suggest that childcare turns out children who are
"smart but nasty".

The controversial finding, by researchers from North
America, will reignite the debate about the benefits of
childcare, which was inflamed last month by a British
study of young adults showing that those who had a
mother who worked full time achieved poorer A-level
[pre-university exams] results.

The new research was done with 1,300 children who have
been followed since birth at 10 places around the
United States.  It was led by Dr Martha Cox and Dr
Margaret Burchinal of the University of North Carolina
and sponsored by the National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development.  The results were presented at a
conference of the Society for Research in Child
Development in Minneapolis on Thursday.

Its conclusions are based on assessments of the
children's behaviour given by their mothers, those
caring for them and their nursery teachers.

The more hours children spent in care outside the home
the more aggressive towards other children and
disobedient or defiant towards adults they were at four
and a half.  They were also more likely to bully, fight
with or act in a mean way towards other children.

"We saw that three times as many kids with extensive
child care - 30 or more hours a week - had behavioural
problems compared with the children who had little
child care - less than 10 hours a week," Dr Burchinal
said.

It was unclear from the research whether child care was
the cause of the increased aggressiveness or whether
more aggressive children tended to be placed in child
care.

There was also no indication of whether reducing the
hours of care would reduce the risk that a toddler
would grow into an aggressive child.

The research showed clearly, however, that high-quality
child care led to the greatest intellectual development
of the children.

Dr Cox said: "This work documents more strongly than
ever before that better educated and trained teachers
are providing more language stimulation so that the
children they take care of do better on tests,
regardless of family background."

----------------------------------------------------------





USA: research:
----------------------------------------------------------

15th April 2001

_SKIN CANCER PARANOIA MAY HAVE DANGEROUS SIDE-EFFECTS_

Suntan lotion could actually increase the risk of
cancer and may help bring on premature puberty in
children, according to new research.

Scientists have found that chemicals used in sun creams
caused abnormalities in animals.

Now they are to switch their attention to the effects
on humans.

The research at the University of Zurich, Switzerland,
was headed by Dr Margaret Schlumpf.

The team tested six chemicals used in sun creams which
claim to protect against ultra-violet radiation from
the sun.

They found five had the same effect as the human
hormone oestrogen, making cancer cells grow more
rapidly and causing development defects in animals.

----------------------------------------------------------





USA: research:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Study ties girls' body weight to early puberty_

30th March 2001

Black and Hispanic girls in the US are significantly
more likely than whites and Asian Americans to start
puberty at an early age, new research shows.  They are
also more likely to be overweight -- bolstering the
belief that the US trends of rising childhood obesity
and early puberty are closely linked.

Looking at health data on 6,500 teenage girls,
researchers found that blacks were 55% more likely than
whites to have their first menstrual periods before age
11, while Hispanic girls were 76% more likely.  Asian
girls were least likely to mature early, and were 65%
more likely than whites to hit puberty at age 14 or
older.

All of these trends were related to the girls' weight,
according to a report in the April issue of the
American Journal of Public Health, journal of the
American Public Health Association.  Overall, more than
40% of girls who had their first periods before age 11
were overweight.  That compares with one quarter of
girls who reached puberty later.

Lead author Dr. Linda S. Adair of the University of
North Carolina in Chapel Hill said that while this
study did not look at the girls' weights before
puberty, studies have shown that girls who are heavier
at ages 5, 6 and 7 reach puberty faster.

Indeed, since a 1997 study suggested American children
are increasingly reaching puberty at a tender age -- as
early as age 8 among black girls -- there has been
growing concern about what the trend means.

Some experts believe that the rising rate of obesity
among US children has been a deciding factor in
spurring early maturation.  Both have health
consequences.  Obesity puts young people at risk for
diabetes and raises their odds of heart disease and
other health problems down the road.  For girls, early
puberty increases their lifetime exposure to estrogens,
which may elevate the risk for breast cancer and
possibly ovarian cancer.

The two trends of rising obesity and early puberty are
particularly marked among blacks and Hispanics.  Adair
said her team's findings highlight the need to target
these children in obesity prevention efforts.

"It's really important to begin obesity intervention at
a very young age," Adair said.

"The key," she added, "will be increasing physical
activity and spending less time in front of the TV."

American Journal of Public Health - 2001;91: 642-644.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: culture:
----------------------------------------------------------

22nd April 2001

_Larkin's schoolgirl fantasies to be published_

The late Philip Larkin is famed as the poet of modern
English misanthropy: a dark and sardonic voice
pronouncing on the world from Hull.  But the next
collection of his work to reach bookshelves will paint
a very different picture of the writer.

Two novellas written by Larkin, which depict
lesbian romps at a girls' school, are to be published
for the first time.

The books, which Larkin wrote in his final year at
Oxford University in 1943, have survived and been kept
in the library at Hull University where the poet was
librarian from 1955 until his death in 1985.

_Trouble at Willow Gables_, set in an imaginary girls'
school, and _Michaelmas Term at St Bride's_ were
written under the pseudonym of Brunette Coleman.

Larkin wrote a letter to his friend Norman Iles in 1943
in which he said of _Trouble at Willow Gables_: "I'm
spending my time doing an obscene lesbian novel in the
form of a school story."

A few weeks later he wrote to his closest friend
Kingsley Amis, saying he had finished the work but
could not send it to him as "I cannot let it out of my
sight as it's too incriminating".

"The stories are full of hockey-hardened bodies, poplin
pyjamas and beatings with hairbrushes," said James
Booth, reader of English at Hull University.  He has
written an introduction to the two novellas which will
be published by prestigious publishing house Faber &
Faber early next year.

Andrew Motion, the current poet laureate, briefly
referred to the two books in his 1993 biography of
Larkin.  He described the novellas as "fascinating
curiosities".

This weekend Matthew Evans, Faber's chairman, said:
"Larkin's early works were worth publishing if they are
of literary value.  It has also long been clear that
Larkin was very interested in porn."  Larkin is known
to have had a large collection of magazines featuring
schoolgirls being spanked and caned, and would regularly
trawl Soho with like-minded friends looking for new
material.

The stories are known collectively as the Brunette
Coleman Material, after the ladylike nom de plume
adopted by Larkin.  They will be published next spring
and are certain to prove an underground hit for Faber,
but are also bound to undermine the standing of their
author, who was once Poet laureate. [ie: poet to the
Royal Family, Britain's 'official national poet']

Typical lines from _Trouble at Willow Gables_ run:
'Marie, her hair dishevelled over her pale little face,
her underlip mutinously jutting out, her tunic
off-shoulder and her sash also, fought like a wild
thing as Ursula, out of all patience, gripped her by
the neck and forced her backwards over the
headmistress's desk, scattering ink and papers... 'As
Pam finally pulled Marie's tunic down over her black
stockinged legs, Miss Holden, pausing only to snatch a
cane from the cupboard on the wall, gripped Marie by
the hair and, with a strength lent by anger, forced her
head down until she was bent nearly double.  Then she
began thrashing her unmercifully...'

The recent publication of Larkin's letters to his
friends John Betjeman and Kingsley Amis have exposed
his many surviving letters to Amis.  These show how
he and Amis swapped elaborate sexual fantasies about
schoolgirls and lesbianism, indicating that Larkin's
two novellas are early fragments of a larger erotic
oeuvre which has since been destroyed or lost.

----------------------------------------------------------





USA: culture:
----------------------------------------------------------

_PULITZER 2001 - Dorothy Rabinowitz_

17th April 2001

Hearty congratulations to Dorothy Rabinowitz of The
Wall Street Journal editorial page for winning the 2001
Pulitzer Prize in Distinguished Commentary.  Ms.
Rabinowitz is best known for her tireless reporting on
false child-abuse prosecutions.

Many of the people about whom she's reported have since
been freed, though Gerald Amirault (subject of "A Juror
Has Second Thoughts" and "A Hearing in Boston," below)
still languishes in a Massachusetts prison.

Ms. Rabinowitz joined the Journal in 1990 and became a
member of its editorial board in 1996.  She is a
three-time Pulitzer Prize finalist.

----------------------------------------------------------





Opinion:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Protecting us from predators_

Is it fair to send sex offenders deemed "dangerous" to
mental wards after they've served prison time?


11th April 2001 -- Should sex offenders be deprived of
legal rights that the rest of us enjoy?  Yes, says the
state of Kansas.  In a landmark 1997 case, Kansas vs.
Hendricks, the high court ruled that it is not
unconstitutional to confine sex predators in mental
institutions after they have served their prison
sentences -- if state officials can show the inmate "is
unable to control his dangerous behavior."

Now Kansas officials want to make it even easier to
extend sex offenders' incarceration, requiring only
that the prisoner be deemed "dangerous" and have "a
serious mental health problem," rather than be "unable
to control" his behavior.  One offender, Michael Crane,
who was confined to a Kansas mental institution after
completing his prison term, is now challenging the
state's practice.  And for the second time in less than
four years, the Supreme Court will decide whether
Kansas is going too far.

Crane was twice convicted of sex crimes, exposing
himself to a tanning salon attendant in 1993 and more
recently, aggravated sexual battery (attack without
penetration) on a video clerk.  "Proof of dangerousness
... linked to a serious mental problem" is enough to
meet the standards set by the U.S. Supreme Court in
1997, insist Kansas officials.

But how effective is Kansas' program of enforced
hospitalization?  Not very, says Dr. Robert Miller, a
professor of forensic psychiatry at the University of
Colorado Health Science Center and adjunct professor of
law at the University of Denver.  Miller, who has
treated sex offenders, thinks Kansas "just pays lip
service to treatment."

"I am massively opposed to the Supreme Court's decision
in Hendricks and to the courts pretending they're
providing treatment.  Under the Kansas law, treatment
isn't relevant, because even if they're deemed
untreatable, they can still be locked up."  He added
that the places prisoners are sent are "called mental
health facilities, but often they're really just
warehouses."

As thoroughly unsympathetic as sex criminals are to
just about everyone -- including other prisoners --
constitutional experts are still shocked that the high
court agreed to hear the Crane case.  Lisa Nathanson,
legal director of the ACLU of Kansas and western
Missouri, calls it "amazing that they'd hear another
case out of Kansas" that tries to go even further than
the 1997 Hendricks ruling, which caused a national
stir.  The Kansas ACLU intends to seek permission from
the court to file a friend of the court brief in Crane,
as it did in Hendricks.

"It violates basic constitutional principles," says
Nathanson.  "There are *huge* due process problems with
locking people up again after they've been sentenced."
Her remarks echo those of Crane's attorney, John
Donham, who said last week that if the high court rules
for the state, "all they have to prove is that he's
done it before and he's likely to do it again.  That's
certainly not sufficient to commit somebody to a mental
hospital."

Nathanson says, "I just have to put my faith in the
U.S. Supreme Court that it will say this time that the
Kansas authorities have exceeded their rights."
Nathanson's faith in at least one Supreme Court
justice, Stephen Breyer, is probably well placed.  In
his Hendricks dissent, Breyer noted that locking up sex
offenders after they've done their time violates the
constitutional prohibition against extending a prison
term after sentencing.  Breyer also pointed out the
inconsistency in the state's actions: Though Kansas
called sex offender Hendricks' condition "treatable,"
it did not make arrangements to provide him with
treatment after he was committed to the mental
hospital.  Breyer further asked: If Kansas really was
concerned with the prisoner's mental illness, why
didn't it diagnose his illness earlier and treat him in
prison?

----------------------------------------------------------





And finally:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Fat girl takes the pies_

April 20th 2001

DETECTIVES were last night seriously asking the
question, who ate all the pies after teenage girls
staged a raid on a petrol [gas] station.

They are looking for an overweight 16-year-old girl who
stole over 200 UKP worth of pies with two accomplices.
They walked into a Shell garage in Minster, Kent, on
Wednesday night.

As a male friend kept the staff busy, the girl and
another female grabbed armfuls of the pies from a
fridge.

The three - who were all filmed by CCTV cameras - ran
to a waiting getaway car and made off.

A police spokesman said: "The girl was overweight and
struggled to keep up with her accomplices as she left
the garage."

----------------------------------------------------------
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'Lloyd' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

Hiya, all.  My girls are wonderful!  Sorry, not meaning
to gloat.  But to be surrounded by a group of beautiful
young girls is all could hope for in this life.  I
can't believe how lucky I am, and how anyone could
_not_ feel like I do.  I don't know _how_ I'm going to
cope when I get back home.  It's been over a week since
I've last seen them, and it's tough feeling un-special.
Ah, well, that's in the future, and I'm just going to
try and live for the moment.  When I was with them the
other day I spent almost half an hour sitting about
half an inch away from a beautiful girl with dolphins
in her eyes.  I think I was the most turned on I've
ever been.  Low-level flirting has also begun.  (Like
low-level flying, but more pleasant for all involved)
It wasn't initiated by me, either.  The one problem
(besides the fact I could find myself strung up from
the nearest tree) with developing any romantic
entanglements is that it is a _group_ of girls.  I
mean, they've not _really_ shown any indication that
they think of me in that way, but I just don't know how
I'd choose between them.  (I'm sorry - that seems
really conceited, but that's not how I mean it.)  They
have definitely adopted me, though, and for that I am
eternally thankful.

--

When's the "official" paedo pride day again?  I was
just thinking about it, but I've got a terrible memory
for dates.

--

Conversation point - would anyone here say that they
had a "normal" adolescence - inasmuch as there is one.
(I'm thinking from about ten/eleven here) Just
something I'm interested in, really.  I'd definitely
say that I'm in the camp hoping that my schooldays
really don't end up being the best days of my life.

--

Saw Carmencita again the other day.  The first time for
a month or so.  And I'd almost got her out of my mind.
She's just so fabulously beautiful.  In fact, her
beauty is matched only by the lack of acknowledgement
she gives to my existence.  Sigh.  I guess it's all for
the best - in a twisted kind of way.  It's total,
full-on, knee-weakening love that I feel for her.  I
can't keep my eyes off her.  And if she _were_ to ever
notice me and say something in my direction, I _know_ I
would only be able to respond by saying "Wrsftpgi", or
something equally witty.

--

'Rawdog' wrote:

>'Lloyd' wrote:
>>I don't _think_ that criminal action could be taken
>>against a teacher who slept with a student.
>>(Providing, of course, that she was above the age of
>>consent.)  The decision to fire a teacher who has
>>had a
>>consensual affair with a student of legal age is a
>>matter of school policy, not law.  If the rules of a
>>business required the employees to wear a uniform,
>>an
>>employee could be fired for not wearing it, but it
>>would not make it illegal.  It is just the same with
>>the teacher and student.  Of course, if the student
>>were below the age of consent, that would change
>>matters.

>Lest anyone be lulled into complacency by Lloyd's
>observations, let me say that this could not be more
>incorrect.  In the last 10 years or so a spate of
>US states have enacted laws which *specifically*
>proscribe
>a sexual relationship between a student and teacher
>in
>the same school, regardless of her age.  If she is
>under the age of consent, that is simply one more law
>broken for which you can also be prosecuted.  What
>you
>say may be true where you live, but not here in the
>US.

Fair enough, I stand corrected.  I do not think that
such a law exists in the UK.  (In fact, I think that a
law against having an affair with a student who was of
age would probably contravene EU human rights
legislation.)  I don't know if you know, but does this
law also extend to Universities, or is it just as far
as schooling to 18?  If it extended to uni's as well,
it'd be really harsh.

 [ Uni's can be just as strict, but using
   politically-correct contracts and rules
   for the workplace. ]

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>Arguing from your 'opponents' viewpoints is a talent.
>Either you do not believe fully in your own point of
>view (and therefore can understand the other point),
>or you believe that there are many views, just that
>yours is the one to be followed (which is why you
>argue it) and can therefore jump into anyone's
>argument.

I like a good argument too.  ;-) I feel you missed out
one possible "way" of arguing that I believe in,
though.  It's similar to your "second way".  I do not
necessarily believe that my side is "right", or the one
to be followed, it's just what I believe in.  I
generally argue to convince other people of the
validity of thinking like I do, rather than to persuade
them to think in the same way.

--

>I had a dream the other night.  In fact twice in the
>same night I dreamt about lgs.

I had a rather nice lg dream last night.  For some
reason I was on a coach that was taking some young
children to a boarding school.  Lots of little girls in
pretty uniforms.  They were all around six to eleven, I
guess.  One very pretty little girl of seven came and
sat on my lap, despite the fact that there were empty
seats around me.  The exact details escape me, but
there were other little girls in attendance as well.
At some point my hands began to wander.  I shan't go
into detail.  Anyway, at the end of the journey  this
little girl and another gave me 'thank you' notes, though
I couldn't read their handwriting.  My name was wrong
on them, though.  Kind of sounds like it should mean
something, doesn't it?

--


>'Lloyd' wrote:
>> Not only am I turned on by an eleven year old, but
>> I'm turned on because she reminds me of
>> an eight year old.

>I don't have anything good to respond, but I had to
>say something. I got a good chuckle out of that.

Hey, that's what I'm here for. ;-)

--

>'Easy Rider' wrote:

>>Also: Someone (Dal) mentioned how no-one did
anything
>>except for selfish reasons.  An interesting concept,
>>but there is something you leave out.  There is,
deep
>>down in all of us, a deeply subconscious
>>understanding
>>that we are, at bottom, all one.

>I disagree. We are all completely separate. We only
>live together because we have to.

Yeah, I kind of agree with that idea.  Surely if we
were all connected at some deep level we wouldn't be
capable of all the crap we do to each other.  That's
my take on things, anyway.

--

>The abuse of children is no worse than the abuse of
>anyone else. I do feel it more however, both because
>I am a paedophile, and (although I am somewhat
>ashamed to admit) out of a strange form of jealousy.

Once again I'm in agreement.  I got the News of the
World when they did that Sarah Payne coverage.  There
was a seven-page spread on that.  Then, on page 17 or
something like that, there was a two inch, two column
article.  It was about a woman who had been raped by
six men.  Were they running a campaign to crack down on
men who rape women?  Were they, bollxcks.  That
sickened me - that her suffering wasn't deemed as
important because she was of legal age.  I know what
you mean about the jealousy, too.  I think I mentioned
before, that here you see quite a lot of young girls
begging on the streets, or selling things.  On more
than one occasion I have caught myself thinking how
easy it could be to solicit them for prostitution.  I
would like to point out for the record here that I
never would, but the thought does cross my mind.  And
then, of course, I think that there must be men out
there who wouldn't have the scruples that I do.

--

'Thad' wrote:
>Hello.  I wanted to say thanks for the subscription
>and
>for finding such a rich and provocative sharing of
>experience going on.

Welcome aboard, it's good to have you. Seeing as we
didn't have an April 1st edition, I guess that means
we've not been writing enough, so fresh blood is
always welcome. (Unless Ianthe was just playing an
April Fools trick on us all by omitting a 1st Apr
edition!)

>Belated, since I have been lying in a hospital bed
>for
>over a week admiring the food from a distance :-/
>and
>re-reading _Lolita_ (with its fake cover from a heavy
>philosophy tome -- no one ever asks what I'm reading
>then!

Is that food, or _food_?  ;-) I've said this before,
but I'll say it again - _Lolita_ is my absolute
favourite book for reading in public.  But then I'm
just an attention seeker.

>I am once again left wondering if
>we'll ever pass an hour again giggling over funny
>comic-strips or playing at Harry Potter.

I think J.K. Rowling should receive an award.  (Well, OK,
she already has, but humour me.)  The Harry Potter
books are so great.  You've got pretty little witches,
pre-pubescent love (little Ginny makes me die), and an
excellent conversation starter with lgs.  I was talking
with some friends the other day, and... I'm now
realising that I was just about to write something that
would almost certainly get snipped.  So I'll stop.

--

'The Fairy Knight' wrote:
>I personally dislike the "Oneness" ideology, being a
>staunch individualist at heart.

Me too. I would say that lots of people try to conform
themselves to a "blueprint", but it's a jelly mould
rather than a recipe for jelly.

--

>Okay, on another subject, someone asked if the
>stories
>I write tend to include LGs or LGL ideas (LGLism?). I
>must admit yes.  In fact, that is frequently my
>initial
>inspiration.  I wouldn't mind at all except how would
>I ever manage to get it published?

That would be me.  Like I said, I've not really written
anything yet, but all my ideas seem to feature the
little'uns somewhere.  I don't intend to write about
elgialism [illegalism?], but it just keeps popping up.
It's not the getting published that bothers me.  (Hey,
I'd have to actually _write_ something before I'll
stand a chance of being published.)  It's what would
happen if I _did_ get an lg book published.  Would I be
considered a paedophile?  How would my family react?
Would parents lock up their daughters when I'm around?
One final thing, would there be any way that I could
see some of your writing?

  [ and, oh 'bear of little brain'... would you have
    sense to use a pseudonym and also to publish as
    an e-Book through Alessandra ? ;]

--

>This place is absolutely crawling with little girls.
>"Water water everywhere and not a drop to drink".
>How
>is a man like me supposed to find a LG to befriend in
>this paranoid society of ours?  That's all I really
>want!  I wouldn't be adverse to more, but all I
>really
>want is a FRIEND!

Join the club.  Oh, wait, you already have.  I'm sure
that this is a feeling that we all share.  Little Katie
back home is a prime example of this.  She's a lovely
little girl, and I'd love to just spend time with her.
And - at the risk of sounding conceited - I think she
might benefit from it as well as me.  But what "normal"
nineteen year old wants to be friends with an eight
year old girl?

--

And on that melancholy note I shall disappear like a
thief in the night.

'Lloyd'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Yuri'
------------------------------------------------------------

'Rawdog' wrote:
>'Lloyd' wrote:
>>I don't _think_ that criminal action could be taken
>>against a teacher who slept with a student.
>>(Providing, of course, that she was above the age of
>>consent.)  The decision to fire a teacher who has had a
>>consensual affair with a student of legal age is a
>>matter of school policy, not law.  If the rules of a
>>business required the employees to wear a uniform, an
>>employee could be fired for not wearing it, but it
>>would not make it illegal.  It is just the same with
>>the teacher and student.  Of course, if the student
>>were below the age of consent, that would change
>>matters.
>
>Lest anyone be lulled into complacency by Lloyd's
>observations, let me say that this could not be more
>incorrect.  In the last 10 years or so a spate of
>US states have enacted laws which *specifically* proscribe
>a sexual relationship between a student and teacher in
>the same school, regardless of her age.  If she is
>under the age of consent, that is simply one more law
>broken for which you can also be prosecuted.  What you
>say may be true where you live, but not here in the US.

Actually, while I can understand why you think that
way, Lloyd is technically correct: to the best of my
knowledge, those states which have laws against
student/teacher relationships usually put the age bar
at 18, so from a legal standpoint, they are creating a
second, higher, age of consent which applies to
specific situations.  If there really is no age limit
(ie, it would be prosecuted even if the student were,
for example, 36), then you are, of course, completely
correct.

--

>'Dalderious' writes:
>'Talitha Cumi' wrote:
>>Deep philosophy - and therefore probably off-topic
>>for the list, but I might just add the comment that
>>the mature person can see (and argue) from his
>>opponents viewpoint as well as protagonising his own
>>- and that's where the complexity and apparent shades
>>of grey come in. Thanks for your comments.
>
>I believe that is not true.  Arguing from your
>'opponents' viewpoints is a talent.  Either you do not
>believe fully in your own point of view (and therefore
>can understand the other point), or you believe that
>there are many views, just that yours is the one to be
>followed (which is why you argue it) and can therefore
>jump into anyone's argument.  Believing that you are
>correct, and that your interlocutor is incorrect, puts
>an unusual burden on yourself to understand the
>(incorrect) vantage point.  It is like saying, "I know
>you are standing on nothing, but I can do it for you".
>There is a third case where you can argue the other's
>point, however, it would take me too long to explain
>and would inevitably contain other personal
>philosophical and religious topics that are not
>appropriate for this list.

With all due respect, I disagree.  The ability to argue
the other's viewpoint is not an inherent sign of the
weakness of your own, nor does it mean that the person
has no firm convictions.  All viewpoints have strengths
and weaknesses, none is perfect.  The better you
understand the weaknesses of your viewpoint, the better
prepared you are to counter any arguments against your
viewpoint which try to exploit these weaknesses.  The
better you understand the weaknesses of the other's
viewpoint, the better prepared you are to exploit them.
Understanding your opponent's viewpoint will often
increase your understanding of the weakness (and the
strengths) of both viewpoints, and can often lead to a
greater conviction of one's own.

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>>If you believe in evolution, which seems
>>a no-brainer at this point,
>
>Yes, because only someone with no-brains would believe
>it. :-)

Are you saying you do not believe in evolution?  It
seems to me the scientific evolution is quite
overwhelming...

>>It is difficult to define 'normal' behavior.  What
>>are you going to say it is?  Husband and wife, same
>>exact age, missionary position?  If not same age,
>>then how much difference can there be before it
>>becomes abnormal?  5 years? 10? 30?
>
>It becomes normal when the average person believes it
>to be normal.  Average must be taken into perspective.
>Family, city, region, country, and planet all have big
>changes on what is considered average.

That is why I have difficulty with the concept of
normal... average is certainly a better term.

'Yuri'
------------------------------------------------------------






'Cindy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

"Lloyd" wrote:
>Yeah, I'd agree, but I think that _very_ few actions
> are _completely_ selfless.  They may be more or less
> selfless, but there is generally _some_ degree of
> self-interest involved, even if only subconsciously.
> It is - like you mentioned - actions like saving
> someone from drowning that are entirely selfless.  But,
> hey, that's why those guys get medals.  ;) <<<

Nonsense!  The do it also for the "hero" worship,
everybody patting them on the back, telling them how
brave they are, how strong, etc., so even that is not a
selfless act.

I know a genius that I talk to frequently by telephone.
He knows I am a pedophile and doesn't care.  He is open
to anything.  I, AT THAT TIME, believed I was totally
"selfless" and would do anything for a little girl and
want nothing back.  After much talk, he proved I was
not so "selfless".  I want them to love me back, and if
they won't, I'll look elsewhere!  As someone else
pointed out on here, when they have grimy hands, I'd
help them wash them (I love washing little hands!).  I
don't want sticky hands all over either.  So, I guess I
am not the selfless saint I thought I was for all those
years, and I doubt anybody else is either!

Oh, yeah, they have to be basically what I'm looking
for, too.  Not too old (3-7 max), be very feminine and
dependant, have a nice giggle, like to touch and cuddle
and be carried, have a high-pitched, girlish voice,
long hair with bangs, chubby, etc!  So, I do have some
specifications! :D  (Not all my little friends of
the past met ALL the criteria, but they met most of it!
:)

'Lloyd' went on:
>To 'girl luvr':

> Just wanted to say thanks again for your excellent
> life story. I hope you've enjoyed sharing it as much
> as I've enjoyed reading it. <<<

I'd like to thank him too.  It was a *MOST* EXCITING
account!!!  :)

--

Somebody else ? wrote:
>>But yes, you will understand why this is a "hot"
>>subject for me (and, I suspect, you), given our
>>sexual attraction, yet weighed in the balance with
>>what we believe to be unadulterated TRUTH. Oh well -
>>one day we will know all - and till then we see "as
>>in a glass, darkly".

>Well, just be happy that we'll not meet. If we'd meet,
>we'd either agree with each other and be bored, or
>argue and be at each other's throats. <<<

My answer is: not really!  *SOME* of us just want
*PEACE*, not arguments!  :)

I would VERY MUCH like to be in touch with other
pedophiles -- perhaps form some kind of do-good group,
where the world COULDN'T say we were all bad.  I just
don't know how!  :(

--

'Thad' said:
> And I shall be dumped where the weed decays, And the
> rest is rust and stardust.

> Am I getting to be a selfish old man?  Or am I merely a
> selfish convalescent?  <<<

I hope things get better for us BOTH!  <sigh>.

--

'The Fairy Knight' wrote:
> This place is absolutely crawling with little girls.
> "Water water everywhere and not a drop to drink".  How
> is a man like me supposed to find a LG to befriend in
> this paranoid society of ours?  That's all I really
> want!  I wouldn't be adverse to more, but all I really
> want is a FRIEND!

>I think I'll crawl back into my little corner and mope now. <<<

Sigh!  How well that is true!  <LONG sigh!>  Sigh
again!!!

Before, when I worked in toy stores, and department
stores in the toy department, parents and little girls
would come up to me and *ASK* me to help them!  You can
rest ASSURED, I was *MOST* obliging!  :D Now, If I
should so much as LOOK at one, somebody is ready to
call the cops!  <BIG SIGH> !


'Cindy' quietly sighs and goes away, to dream of
halcyon days of past.....  <sigh> !
----------------------------------------------------






'Thad' writes:
----------------------------------------------------

I couldn't quite work out who said this - apologies :-)

>I firmly
> believe that any person who can make decisions about
> their actions, is inherently selfish. Even if the
> choice is to listen to someone else's decisions, that
> choice is selfish, though it has less bearing
> on the actual action.

I would argue that we are each the centre of our own
worlds, but for some that world contains strong
elements of serving others' best interests, which I
suppose one could call unselfish.  With the lgs I have
been blessed (cursed?)  to have had in my life over the
years, I have always wanted to convince myself that
whatever my desires, it was their interests that took
precedence over all.  About 30 years ago (gulp!)  there
was a child I knew when I was a relatively young man
who didn't just captivate me, but was willing to learn
everything I had to teach her.  So emotionally giving,
so uncomplicated with her body, she caused me a mixture
of such pain and pleasure I became frightened of myself
and her.  I didn't know what I was capable of.  So
perhaps breaking off the relationship was a selfish
act, after all.  But I feared for both of us too.  And
if the same opportunity were to come my way today I
might handle it differently.  Or just better.  And now
I hunger after the memory of that time, that budding
intimacy.  How different might life be without these
laws and rules and taboos....

'Thad'
----------------------------------------------------





'Dalderious' writes:
----------------------------------------------------

'Lloyd' wrote, commenting on a news cutting:
>>Global pen-pals will be able to write to a named
>>class,  but never an individual, as the pack also
>> stipulates that no child be identified by name or
>> give any other personal details online.

>Now, is it just me, or does forbidding the kids to
> give out personal details kind of defeat the point
> of having a pen-pal?  I mean, the conversations
> are hardly going to be very interesting, are they?
>  Mass hysteria - ain't it great?

Yes, but being a pen-pal was just a child's fantasy of
thinking they had individuality.  All children are
innocent, and can't possibly break the mold unless they
were abused.  Getting rid of pen-pals is a good thing,
and letting the teacher laugh at the private comments
of the child can only help the child's character.

Yes, I was being facetious.  This is actually a horrid
thing to do.  Next thing you know, they'll pass a law
obligating every child's bike to have a camera on it,
so the parents always see what the child sees.  I have
pity on the next generation.  They'll wake up one day
being xenophobic and cynical, and finding that they are
our leaders, not just our children.  Actually, I fear
that day.

>>What about publishing a book about one's true
>>experiences?

>Hey, if you do, I'll buy it.  But I think that what I
>wrote above would apply.  And if you were going to
>publish, I think you'd probably have to have the
>other
>parties' consent (ie, any girls involved, and anyone
>else you write about) or you could be sued.  And if
>these any of the girls have an unfavourably
>disposition towards you, you might have difficulty
>getting that.Of course, if you wrote a fictional book
>that _justhappened_ to bear a striking resemblance to
>aspects of your own life...

Well, I keep thinking of writing a book called "The
Paedophile Diaries".  Basically, base it on my feelings
that I've actually had and what I dreamt they would be.
Add some fantasy and it might be a good seller.  Well,
if I could write that is.  'Tis but a dream.

--

'Thad' wrote:
>And yet again I go round that old tangle of
> trying to decide I won't see her again because
> the absence can be so unendurable.

Just beware my friend, do not make that decision unless
you are completely absolute that you want to do it.  It
is not easy.  Well, unless you have another lg to
comfort you.

--

'Dalderious'

 "Not only am I turned on by an eleven year old,
 but I'm turned on because she reminds me of
 an eight year old."  -- Lloyd

----------------------------------------------------





'Jo & Soph' writes:
----------------------------------------------------

Lives and loves of a young girl lover -

The accounts posted on this mailing-list always feature
people of an older age and their stories of love of
little girls.  But this one is a little different.

For it is my life story of loving young girls.  Even
when I was 14 I loved younger girls, and now I'm 32,
well things have just not changed.  Where did it all
start?.  I'm not sure, but here is what I remember.
Do, you remember show me yours, I'll show you mine,
well I do, but with a difference.

Alison was her name and we were both around 6.  We used
to go to the toilet together and she would show me her
pussy.  But not just show, I remember her pulling back
her lips and showing me inside.  I always wanted to
touch, but she always said no.  I can still picture her
tiny pink pussy.  My mom found out what we were doing
and stopped us from going to the toilet together.  Not
fair.

After that, till I was about 14 all I ever saw was the
odd you "show me yours I'll show you mine", but that
all changed one sunny Saturday at a church sale which I
was helping.  Two girls who I knew were about 11 and
that day the three of us had a fun time.  We would dash
behind some near building and I would play with and
finger them.  It was a fun afternoon, and one I'll
never forget.  I always remember how sad I was a year
later when I was going out with one and finding she had
pubic hair.

My life after that was always going with younger, when
I was 13 I was going out with a 9 year old, 16 a 13
year old and even 22 a 15 year old.  Some guys like the
older girl, but I would rather, and did, feel up a girl
who was 12 and yet to develop than a 15 year old with
boobs and curves.

Since then times with younger have been limited.
However, when I was 25 we went to Portugal on a holiday
in a private villa.  With us was my brother's 9 year
old step-daughter.  We have always got on so well, I
treat her as a person and not a child and as a result
I'm the only adult she trusts.  I don't betray that
trust, and never will, but that holiday was a dream.
Because the villa is secluded, topless bathing was OK,
but H always went nude.  She was tall, thin and wow!
for two weeks she was nude around the villa.  Both in
the pool and out, it was a dream.  I always remember
picking her up to throw in the pool just to be careful
where my hands went.  Swimming underwater was a dream,
just to see her cute hairless pussy, the lips just
showing through.  I had to be careful not to get to
'big', if you know what I mean, but it was not easy.
Thank god for "cold showers".

And that's it, I'm now married to a girl who
understands.  She likes 'younger' as well, it's how we
got together, and enjoys looking at the same legal
pictures as me.  We never touch, and since she cannot
have children - well, as you can guess.  But we still
have fun with each other, and both enjoy a trip to the
local mall on a Saturday.  Now that is a young-girl
lovers' dream, from 6 year olds with their mom, 10 year
olds out alone and 13 year olds in makeup and trashy
stuff.  They are a dream.

Well, that's my boring story.  Hope you enjoyed
reading.  Anyway, take care all and have fun, just not
to much fun.  We are a persecuted bunch anyway, just
don't make it easy for them.  Look, just don't touch,
it's the best way, and if you touch, well, just be
nice.

'Jo & Soph'
----------------------------------------------------





'Ex Astris' writes:
----------------------------------------------------


From childhood's hour I have not been

As others were -- I have not seen

As others saw -- I could not bring

My passions from a common spring --

From the same source I have not taken

My sorrow -- I could not awaken

My heart to joy at the same tone --

And all I lov'd -- I lov'd alone --

Then -- in my childhood -- in the dawn

Of a most stormy life -- was drawn

From ev'ry depth of good and ill

The mystery which binds me still --

From the torrent, or the fountain --

From the red cliff of the mountain --

From the sun that 'round me roll'd

In its autumn tint of gold --

From the lightning in the sky

As it pass'd me flying by --

From the thunder and the storm --

And the cloud that took the form

(When the rest of Heaven was blue)

Of a demon in my view --



"Alone" by Edgar Allan Poe

-------------------------------------------


 [ Ianthe adds...  Edgar Allen Poe married
   his thirteen-year-old bride, Virginia
   Clemm, in 1836. ]
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]



UK: _Paedophiles spared jail by judge_
UK: _Cybercops arrest online liberty_
USA: _High Court Should Strike Down Pseudo-Child Porn Bill_

Eire: _Don't punish the innocent in the clamour for justice_
India: _Abortion Is Tipping Scales Sharply Against Girls_

UK: _Paranoid Parenting_
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UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

26th April 2001

_Paedophiles spared jail by judge_

Three men who were the leaders of an 18-strong
paedophile ring involved in distributing child porn
were allowed to walk free today.

The trio were found in possession of thousands of
photos and videos of children in sexually explicit
poses.

Judge Jeremy Coltart said the men should attend
rehabilitation sessions for between 2 years and
eighteen months.

---------------------------------------------------------






UK: civil liberties:
----------------------------------------------------------

18th April 2001

_Cybercops arrest online liberty_

Civil liberties are already being eroded by efforts to
tackle computer crime, MPs and cyber-liberty
campaigners have warned.

The influential Commons Intelligence and Security
Committee (ISC) say laws passed to ease the task facing
the new high-tech crime unit are in danger of riding
roughshod over online privacy.

The MPs said the agency the UK Government set up to
ensure online rights are respected is proving an
"inadequate safeguard".

They also warned that unless the Government moves
swiftly to improve its track record it could find
itself open to legal challenges under human rights
legislation.

Their report expressed the Committee's concerns that
the Tribunal was unable to do its job properly, and
noted that "for a significant period in 2000 the
Tribunal did not have sufficient secretariat to enable
it even to open the mail, let alone process and
investigate complaints".

During a debate on the report ISC member Alan Beith
said it was "ludicrous" that such an important tribunal
was so poorly staffed.  "The several bodies involved
are dependent on a tiny support structure which is
quite incapable of carrying out the job," he said, "we
are not providing a safeguard that should be there."

Civil liberty campaigners share the fears of the ISC
Committee.  Caspar Bowden, director of the Foundation
for Information Policy Research, said it did not augur
well for the future of civil liberties online if the
tribunal was unable to do its job even when its
workload was so light.

Yaman Akdeniz, founder of the Cyber-Rights &
Cyber-Liberties pressure group and a researcher at the
Leeds University cyberlaw unit, said: "I don't think
the tribunal has much power and it remains to be seen
how much teeth it has.  "It is good that the law
enforcement agencies are getting co-ordinated and
organised against technology crime activities," he
said, "but this partnership could turn ISPs into an arm
of the law enforcement agencies because there are a lot
of requirements on them for data collection and
analysis."

----------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

_High Court Should Strike Down Pseudo-Child Porn Bill_

27th April 2001

Those who believe that child porn is running amok on
the Web are as myopic and misguided as ever.

Conservatives want the US Supreme Court to reinstate a
ruling which outlawed adults from masquerading as
children in child pornography cases.  The 1996 law was
struck down by an appeals court, which called it
unconstitutional and commented that "Images that are,
or can be, entirely the product of the mind are
criminalized."

Hopefully, the Supreme Court will see the efforts to
reinstate the law as well-intentioned but misinformed.
Conservatives want to prevent something that is, while
completely disgusting, legal on its face.

The law is the Child Pornography Prevention Act of
1996, which the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals said
doesn't hold a drop of water, legally speaking.

The CPPA would outlaw depictions of child pornography
that don't actually show children involved in sex acts;
instead, it outlaws images that are digitally
manipulated to do things such as place children's faces
upon adults engaged in sex acts.

But when groups such as the National Law Center for
Children and Families, which spearheaded an amicus
brief to the Supreme Court in favor of reinstating the
law, fight for a law such as the CPPA, they are
attacking a chimera.  [...]

Digitally manipulated pictures that are designed to
resemble child sex, like it or not, are digitally
manipulated.  No matter how masterful a job is done of
morphing, cutting, pasting, dodging and burning, the
images remain legal depictions of adults.  To allow
CPPA to become the law of the land is to encroach on a
freedom that we do allow our citizenry - to look at
"dirty" pictures of consenting adults.  [...]

---------------------------------------------------------






Eire:
---------------------------------------------------------

29th April 2001

_Don't punish the innocent in the clamour for justice_

Five years ago Sister Xaviera, the former director of
Goldenbridge orphanage, was turned into a national hate
figure by a television drama/documentary, Dear
Daughter.  In response, Friends of Sr Xaviera was
formed, consisting of former residents of Goldenbridge.
Unlike the participants in Dear Daughter they had fond
memories of the nun and they vigorously protested her
innocence.

As a result, RTE felt obliged to air a follow-up to
Dear Daughter in which Xaviera was interviewed by the
excellent Ursula Halligan.  The nun admitted that, in
retrospect, she had been over-strict at times, but she
flatly denied the worst accusations made against her.

Following this second programme, I was invited by RTE
to take part in a discussion with Louis Lentin, the
producer of Dear Daughter.  He said that the Halligan
programme had been too one-sided.  I replied that Dear
Daughter was also one-sided, and that it would have
been better if RTE had aired one two-sided programme
rather than two one-sided ones.

This principle should be applied to all reporting and
coverage of what took place in former industrial
schools and orphanages.  Almost invariably, it is not.

Most of the coverage last week of the Willie Delaney
case was lamentably one-sided and uncritical.  Willie
was sent to Letterfrack reform school.  According to
an eyewitness account he was hit on the head with a pole
by a teacher.  He was sent home afterwards, never to
return.  That was in 1970.  Earlier this month his body
was exhumed to determine whether or not he died of a
head injury.

Early reports of the post-mortem results indicated that
he had indeed died as a result of a blow to the head.
Newspapers, the tabloids especially, ran stories
implying that Willie had died at the hands of a
Christian Brother.

A couple of days later the scientific indications were
that he had not died of a head injury at all, but of
"an infection".  This report was generally carried on
the inside pages of newspapers, if at all.  Even at
that stage the post-mortem results were not officially
known.

Then on Thursday night we got the answer - young Willie
had died of natural causes.  Meanwhile, newspapers were
carrying contradictory accounts of the allegations
which led to the exhumation.  One quoted an eyewitness
who said Willie had been hit, not by a Christian
Brother, but by a "lay supervisor".  Another said "the
Christian Brother" who hit him did so because Willie
had seen him engaged in a "sex act".

Clearly a lot of the coverage of this case has failed
to meet even the most basic standards.  The case was
treated as cut and dried and the Christian Brothers
were judged guilty of awful brutality yet again.  There
is now a general atmosphere of outrage in which every
allegation is taken at face value.  This means there is
a real danger that miscarriages of justice will occur.

False allegations of child abuse do take place.  In
1988 Stuart Bell, a Labour MP, wrote _When Salem came to
the Boro_.  The previous year, 197 Middlesbrough
children were taken into care following allegations of
sexual abuse.  Widespread hysteria resulted.  Bell said
the crisis bore comparison with the Salem witch-hunts
of the 17th century in which every allegation of
witchcraft was believed and any who protested the
innocence of the "witches" was accused of being in
league with them.  In the event the allegations against
the parents of the children collapsed due to a total
lack of evidence.

There have been many high-profile cases of false
allegations.  One involving the late Cardinal Bernardin
of Chicago collapsed when his accuser admitted he had
not been abused by Bernardin after all.

A more recent case involved David Jones, the former
Southampton football club manager, who worked in a
Catholic children's home.  His case went to court and
collapsed when his accusers decided not to testify
against him.

In Ireland, we had the Nora Wall case, the former Mercy
Sister who, along with Paul McCabe, was accused of
raping a girl in a home in Waterford.  Her life
sentence was quashed when problems in the case against
her came to light.  Last month a sex abuse case against
Gerard Green, a Northern Ireland priest, also
collapsed.

Free they may be, but until the day they die Wall,
Green and Jones will live under a cloud of suspicion
because they were named, judged guilty, and mercilessly
traduced in newspaper coverage.  Many will suspect that
they are guilty after all and the allegations are true.
That in itself is a miscarriage of justice.  Everyone
must be presumed innocent until proven guilty.

In response to the allegations, real and otherwise,
which have been made in connection with industrial
schools and orphanages, the government is setting up a
compensation tribunal.  Those in charge of this should
take note of what happened in Nova Scotia, Canada,
where the government hastily set up a compensation
fund.  It put advertisements in the newspapers inviting
former residents of Shelburne School for Boys, a
provincial reformatory, to make claims.  Within 18
months 1,400 did so.  The number of those accused rose
from one - the case that prompted the setting up of the
fund - to 363, meaning virtually everyone who had ever
worked at the school.

In some prisons, lawyers posted what inmates called
"the meat chart", an official compensation scale that
ran from $3,500 for physical abuse to $85,000 for
sexual assault.  Compensation was paid out without a
validation mechanism in place and no way of telling
true claims from false ones.  Many of the accused had
no opportunity to tell their side of the story.

Normal legal procedure was set aside.  Criticism of the
scheme mounted as suspicion grew that false claims were
being made and paid out.  Even one of the lawyers
representing claimants, Anne Derrick, admitted that
there was "a certain amount of fraud".

Writing in the liberal Toronto Globe and Mail, Margaret
Wente commented: "The real victims of the Shelburne
'scandal' were the vast majority of employees who
dedicated their lives to helping troubled kids and are
now seeing their names, reputations and life work
smeared forever by allegations of hideous crimes they
never committed."

Since 1996, $38m has been paid to claimants from this
one school.  Last year a report of the Nova Scotia
justice department concluded that in retrospect "most
of the allegations are either unsustainable or
implausible".

The Nova Scotia fiasco must be avoided here.  Justice
will be served by establishing the truth of what took
place in our industrial schools.  It will be served by
punishing the guilty, compensating the victims, and
protecting the innocent against false claims.

----------------------------------------------------------





India:
----------------------------------------------------------

22nd April 2001

_Abortion in India Is Tipping Scales Sharply Against Girls_

[...] Although India outlawed sex-determination tests
in 1994, their use has become commonplace as ultrasound
technology - which became available in cities during
the 1980's - has spread to small towns served by
itinerant doctors who carry the compact machines from
clinic to clinic.

Early figures from the 2001 census, conducted in
February and March, have made it clear that female
fetuses are being regularly aborted, continuing a trend
that first became marked in the 1980's.  The number of
girls per 1,000 boys dropped to 927 this year from 945
in 1991 and 962 in 1981.

The fall in the ratio of girls to boys over the past
decade, when India's population grew by a staggering
181 million, has been most extreme in the richest
states of the north and west, where more people can
afford tests and abortions, demographers and economists
say.

For example, here in Punjab, India's most prosperous
farming state, the ratio of girls to boys has plummeted
to 793 girls per 1,000 boys from 875, while in Gujarat,
a leading industrial state, the figure for girls has
fallen to 878 from 928.

A range of groups in India, including the Indian
Medical Association, the high priests of the Sikh
religion and nonprofit groups like the Voluntary Health
Association, are campaigning against sex-selective
abortions.

But enforcement of the 1994 law against
sex-determination tests is weak.  A.R. Nanda, a
high-ranking civil servant in the central government's
health ministry, said that as far as he knew no one in
this nation of more than one billion people had ever
been convicted of violating it.  Nor is there any
system for monitoring the sex of aborted fetuses. [...]

----------------------------------------------------------






UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Paranoid Parenting_

25th April 2001

Tony is giving up teaching.  Although he would not use
the words, it was 'parental paranoia' that drove him
out of the West Sussex primary school where he had
taught for three years.  During his teacher training,
Tony had anticipated that he might be stretched by the
challenge of dealing with rowdy children.  But he was
not prepared for the task of coping with 'difficult'
anxious parents.  The most taxing moments of his
working life were to be spent dealing with 'worried
mums'.  He sighs as he tells of the mother who insisted
on driving behind her son's coach to France to ensure
that he arrived safely.  He wearily recalls how a
school trip to the seaside, planned for a class of
5-year-olds was cancelled because two parents were
concerned that the trip would involve their children in
a 45-minute journey in a private car.  Would the cars
be roadworthy?  Who would accompany a child to the
lavatory?  Who would ensure correct fitting seat belts?
Were these normally non-smoking cars, or would the
children be made victims of passive smoking?  The
planned pirate's day on the beach ended up being
confined to the school field - sea, sand and adventure
confined to their imagination and many of its education
aims undermined.  Exasperated by 'problems
- all in the minds of parents', Tony sought, and found,
a career outside teaching.

 Of course, it is normal for parents to be concerned
about the well-being of their children.  Parental
anxiety is nothing new.  A brief inspection of the
pages of The Nursery World from the 1920's and 1930's
shows that our grandparents were haunted by many of the
doubts, worries and preoccupations that torment fathers
and mothers today.  A frequently revised topic was: 'Is
my child's development normal?  Child tantrums,
shyness, aggression, jealousy, thumb-sucking,
nail-biting, refusal to sleep, were regularly raised in
letters from concerned parents.  Many begged an answer
to what the publication's agony aunt called 'a problem
as old as parenthood itself - that of how to get to
obey us'.

 It might seem that not much has changed.  But the
superficial similarities betray some big differences,
in the past, parental anxiety focused on the problems
within the family.  Infant health - physical,
psychological and moral - was an important
preoccupation as was preparing children for the outside
world - school, career, marriage.  And of course, the
older generation was often anxious about their children
falling in with bad company and generally 'getting up
to no good'.  But the concerns raised by our
grandparents were voiced in a different tone from
today.

 Reading the worries of parents published in the 1920s,
the overall impression is something like this: 'Family
life is fine, but there is just this one little thing
that we need to sort out.'  Today the discussions in
parenting magazines suggests that family life is far
from fine, that most parents feel out of control and
that everything is up for question.  Instead of a
specific concern, parents seem to be suffering a more
general loss of confidence.

 The parents who write in magazines today do not give
the impression that they are troubled by one aspect of
child-rearing.  Many seem overwhelmed by the sheer
scale of troublesome issues confronting them.  These
days it seems that every little issue - how to
toilet-train a child, when you can leave them home
alone, whether to force them to eat their greens - is
made into a bigger problem by an overall crisis of
parental nerve.  This suggests that there must have
been some major changes in the way that adults
negotiate the task of looking after youngsters.  The
clearest symptom of this trend is the public panic
about child safety.

 In recent years, no issue has come under close
scrutiny than the question of children's safety.  It
has become so highly charged that a single incident can
spark a major public debate and demands for new
regulations.  For example, the tragic murder of an
English teenage girl while visiting France on an
organized school exchange led to a major review of the
safety of school trips - despite the fact that the
incident was clearly a one-off event.  There is no
evidence of any increase in attacks on foreign (or
French) students in France, and it is unlikely that
such an attack will take place again regardless of
whether the authorities take new precautionary measures
or not.  Such measures may make parents feel better,
but a murderer intent on getting into a dormitory will
probably do so as easily in France as he would in
England.  Thankfully, such outrages happen rarely - not
because of security measures recommended by educational
establishments, but because only a tiny number of
people are motivated to commit such atrocities.  In
truth, a 15-year-old girl is probably far safer in a
dormitory in St Gerbais than in her 18-year-old
boyfriend's Ford Fiesta on the M25 [freeway].

 Public concern with safety has reached obsessive
proportions.  The remote possibility that children
might choke on small toys in packets of cereals,
chocolates and crisps has provoked demands to ban them.
There is no evidence that any child has ever choked to
death - but the theoretical possibility that one just
might do so one day in undeniable, and that is
sufficient to justify the call for a ban.  Baby
walkers, which have been used for years to allow
infants to whiz about before they can walk alone, have
been condemned because of the possibility that children
may topple over or fall down the stairs.  Admittedly
this danger is more 'real' than that of death by
Pokemon-card ingestion, but it is still triggered by
the potential risk that something might happen, and not
by specific evidence that it has.

 Once in place, parental paranoia easily attaches
itself to any new experience concerning children.  Take
in vitro fertilization (IVF) - for many the only root
to parenthood.  Rather than celebrating the potential
of IVF to create wanted children, researches have
recently warned about hypothetical dangers to the
children being given life.  There have been warnings
that IVF could induce changes in children's genetic
make-up and impair their mental development.  There has
been speculation about whether sperm that have to be
assisted to fertilize an egg will produce babies as
healthy as sperm that can swim on their own.
Psychologists muse about whether people who become
parents by artificial means after years of infertility
will be able to relate, in an emotionally stable
manner, to their much-wanted children.  It has even
been suggested that IVF children will be loved too much
and may not be able to live up to their parents' hopes
for them.  It is only a matter of time before the
fertile imagination succeeds in turning IVF into a
child safety issue.

 The internet has a remarkable potential to enhance
young people's lives by providing educational
opportunities.  Yet it is widely seen as another new
technology that poses new dangers to children.  Much of
the discussion about the World Wide Web has focused on
how to protect young people from the perils, to prevent
innocents stumbling across 'adult' sites or into the
clutches of paedophiles.  'The Internet can be a big
and dangerous place for children, but for the price of
a phone call, it needn't be', promises a newspaper
advertisement for an Internet provider specializing in
protecting children in cyberspace.  Such manipulative
marketing schemes are confident that they can convert
parental paranoia into hard cash.

 Sadly, virtual reality provides infinite space for the
exercise of the anxious imagination, an unknown world
where our fear of invisible strangers can run riot.
Since children are often more adept at negotiating the
net, parental control is forced to confront
uncomfortable new challenges.  'You don't know what's
out there', a group of fathers confided in me.  One
raised the spectre of paedophile rings lurking in the
shadows online, ready to pounce on his unsuspecting
teenagers by e-mail.  Nobody I talked to had actually
heard of any child being damaged, but nevertheless they
regarded the Internet as a really big problem.  As one
parents' guide to the Internet warns: 'You might think
you have taken adequate steps to protect your child,
but please be aware that a determined child might
nonetheless be able to circumvent any protective
software or security measure.  And apparently there are
other risks to worry about.  A London conference on
parenting in April 2000 was informed by Dr Jane Healy,
and American educational psychologist, that computers
can also damage children's brain development.

 Old-fashioned television is often indicted for its
negative impact on children.  Parents complain that
television is teaching their children to be violent
shopaholics.  They protest that video games distract
children form reading or riding a bike.  Even parents
who rely on the VCR to keep their children busy feel
guilty about their pragmatic embrace of the electronic
baby-sitter.  The experts encourage these concerns.
One American study warns that the impact of the media
on children 'should be eliciting serious concern, not
just from parents and educators but from physicians,
public health advocates, and politicians as well'.
Parents are encouraged to blame television because, in
a world where they already feel pretty powerless, yet
another outside influence on their children is
experienced as a threat to their authority.

 Parents mistrust the Internet and television because
of a more general unease about having to cope with
external influences that bear upon their children.
Many of these influences - television advertising,
consumerism, the Internet - are portrayed as part of a
complex new world that is causing parental insecurity.
But adult over-reaction to new technology is a symptom,
and not the cause of the problem.  Many parents now
feel so insecure and fearful of what they do not
understand that virtually anything can be turned into a
potential childcare crisis.

 Fear of children's safety has come to dominate the
parenting landscape.  In 1998 the advocacy group
Families for Freedom interviewed 200 parents.  The
results make frightening reading.  Most of these
parents paint a picture of a world that is hostile
territory for their children.  They routinely use words
like 'scared' and 'frightened' to describe their
feelings about their children, particularly where they
are outdoors.  When the marketing organization System
Three surveyed public opinion on the safety of children
in Scotland for the BBC in 1998, the results suggested
an overwhelming sense that children were far less safe
than 20 years ago.  Although the incidence of child
murder by a stranger in Scotland is very low and has
shown no change in the past 20 years, 76 per cent of
respondents thought that there had been an increase in
such tragedies, while 38 per cent believed that the
increase had been 'dramatic'.  A large majority - 83
per cent - also thought that more children were now
being knocked down by traffic on the roads of Scotland.
In fact the incidence of road injuries to children had
decreased by 60 per cent during the previous 20 years.
The gap between adult perceptions and the reality of
the risks faced by children is confirmed by other
studies in the Anglo-American world.  A survey of US
paediatricians carried out in 1995 claimed that
parental anxieties tended to be significantly out of
proportion to many real risks.  The discrepancy between
actual and imagined risks was particularly striking in
relation to the dramatic issues of child welfare, such
as abduction, environmental poisons and cancer.

 A culture of fear has led parents to restrict their
children's independent outdoor activities.  In 1971,
eight out of ten 8-year-olds were allowed to walk to
school alone.  Now it is fewer than one in ten.  At age
11 almost every child used to walk, now it is down to
55 per cent and falling.  A report published by the
Children's Play Council in 1997 argued that children
had become virtual prisoners in their own homes.

 Paranoid parenting does not only restrict children's
freedom to play.  It also diminishes the creative
aspect of play.  There is considerable evidence that
children are more creative when their parents are not
around to monitor their behaviour.  A study by Dale
Grubb and Alicia Snyder concludes that adult
supervision turns play into a structured activity and
that this weakens youngsters' drive to experiment.
Unfortunately, the concept of unsupervised children's
activity - what used to be called play - is now defined
by child professionals as a risk.  Restricting
children's outdoor activity has predictable
consequences for their development, and a sedentary
lifestyle is inevitably bad for their health.  Research
has linked the decline in British children's fitness to
the decrease in the amount of time they spend walking
and cycling.  The First National Travel Survey reported
a fall of about 20 per cent in the annual distance
walked and 27 per cent in the distance cycled by
children between 1985 and 1993.  An average British
schoolgirl now walks for less than seven minutes a day.
Deprived of the opportunity to burn calories by racing
around outside, children grow fat.  A study published
in the British Medical Journal in September found an
alarming proportion of pre-school children to be
overweight and even obese.  Among those aged 2, 15.8
per cent were considered overweight and 6 per cent
obese.  By the time they reached 5, 18.7 were deemed
overweight and 7.2 per cent obese.

_The precautionary approach to parenting_

 Parental paranoia today is more than simply a worse
version of past anxieties.  For instance, a common
target of child-rearing manuals before the Second World
War was the over-protective parent, and guilt-ridden
parents worried that they might be 'smothering' their
children.  But how many times do we hear parents
criticized for being over-protective today?  Indeed,
many of the traits associated with the classic
over-protective father or mother are likely to be
praised by today's child experts as responsible
parenting.  Parents are continually urged to do even
more to protect their children.

 Researchers advise parents to supervise children, not
only outdoors, but even when they watch television.
The term 'coviewing' has been coined to describe the
practice of hands-on parents playing the role of a
'media value filter and a media educator'.  Other
researchers further, claim that parental supervision
inoculates children from many of the dangers they face.
They contend that 'parental monitoring has been
inversely associated with antisocial behaviour, drug
use, tobacco use and early sexual activity'.  There is
obviously some truth in this.  The more time a child
spends in the company of his or her parents the less
time is available for smoking, drinking and sex.  But
to equate the amount of parental supervision directly
with behavioural outcomes tells parents that the more
time they manage to spend with their children, the
better their offspring will be.  This raises the
question of where to draw the line.  How do parents
decide how much monitoring is reasonably required, as
opposed to optimally possible?

 Unfortunately, parental supervision is today always
interpreted as a positive virtue so parents can never
spend too much time supervising their youngsters.
Child-rearing experts occasionally concede that it is
simply impossible to keep children and young teenagers
under constant adult supervision.  But even then they
insist that alternative, indirect, forms of child
surveillance are employed.  One American expert argues
that if a child has to be left under 'self-care', then
parents must do whatever they can to supervise in
absentia, by liaising with a trusted adult who knows
what the youngster is up to.  The message is clear: if
you are going to shirk your responsibility towards your
child even for a few hours, you must at least make sure
that somebody else is doing your job for you.

 Parents are not just advised to supervise their
children.  In Britain, such advice contains the
implicit threat of legal sanction.  Although in England
and Wales there is no statutory age at which it is
illegal to leave your children unattended, a parent who
is deemed to neglect, abandon or expose her children to
danger can be liable to prosecution.  According to
Carolyn Hamilton of the Children's Legal Centre, the
general view taken by child protection professionals is
that a parent should not leave children under 12 alone
for more than 20-30 minutes.  What a shock this would
have been to the parents of 'latch-key' youngsters in
the 1970s.  At that time debate about the children of
working mothers returning from school to empty homes
focused on whether it was right for women to have jobs
which deprived their children of a welcoming smile and
the smell of home baking.  The issue was not seen as
one of child safety and certainly not abandonment.  Yet
today's legal experts advise that, while parents are
unlikely to face prosecution for a 30-minute absence,
the parent of an 11-year-old left alone for three to
four hours might face legal action.  Even though very
few parents are prosecuted in these circumstances, the
strict guidelines convey a clear message about what
society expects of parents.  And that expectation is
founded on the premise that parents can never do too
much to protect their children.

 Twenty or thirty years ago, authors of child-rearing
manuals had their own way of making parents feel
guilty.  But they would have reacted with disbelief to
the proposition that it was wrong to leave children
under 12 alone for more than 20-30 minutes.
Fortunately, there are still some societies where the
over-protective parent is not promoted as role model.
Children in Norway and Finland 'enjoy being at home
without their parents from about seven onwards' records
Priscilla Alderson, a Reader in Childhood Studies at
the Institute of Education in London.  According to
Alderson, Finnish children start school at 7 years, and
sometimes go home at 11 a.m. where they play with
friends until their parents arrive home in the late
afternoon.  In Anglo-American societies, where a
paranoid parenting style prevails, such practices would
be condemned as child abuse.

 The view that children cannot survive without the
constant presence of a responsible adult is continually
reinforced by public campaigns designed to frighten
parents.  'Only use baby-sitters who are over 16 and
responsible enough to look after your children' warned
the NSPCC during its August Safe Open Spaces campaign.
Even the time-honoured practice of using 14- or
15-year-olds eager to earn some pocket money through
helping parents and dads look after their children is
now dismissed as an act of gross irresponsibility.

 Today's parenting style sees safety and caution as
intrinsic virtues. Paranoid parenting involves more than
exaggerating the dangers facing children.  It is driven
by the constant expectation that something really bad
is likely to happen to your youngster.

 Jacqueline Lang, Headmistress of Walthamstow Hall
School in Sevenoaks, Kent, has characterized today's
parenting style as 'the worst-case scenario approach'.
Lang caught the public imagination in 1997 when she
remarked to the local media that 'some girls in her
school did not own a raincoat because they were ferried
everywhere by car'.  She identified one of the
fundamental principles of paranoid parenting: the fear
of taking risks.  Her students' parents were simply too
scared to allow their girls to walk to school.
Children who are strangers to the outdoors do not need
raincoats.

 Apprehension about child safety, and a morbid
expectation that something terrible can happen any
moment, mean that many risks that are well worth taking
because of their stimulating effect on a child's
development are simply avoided.  Child-rearing today is
not so much about managing the risks of everyday life,
but avoiding them altogether.  As child psychologist
Jennie Linden argues, the adult 'preoccupation with
risk can create too much emphasis on removing every
conceivable source of even minor risk'.  The
characteristic feature of such an obsession is,
according to Linden, 'to speculate excessively on what
can go wrong rather than on what children may learn.'
It is this precautionary approach which defines the
parenting culture of contemporary society.

 Parents have always been concerned about protecting
their children form harm.  Asking 'What can go wrong?'
is a sensible way of dealing with the many new
experiences children encounter.  To weigh up
probabilities before doing something is an informed way
of managing risk.  But asking what can go wrong is very
different from acting on the assumption that things
will go wrong.  Such a fatalistic outlook reduces the
power of parents to make informed, intelligent
judgements.  A more appropriate approach might be to
follow an assessment of what can go wrong with two
other questions - 'Does it matter?'  and 'What might
the child learn from the experience?'  The
precautionary approach continually encourages adults to
adopt the same one-dimensional response: Beware!

 It is tempting to interpret the precautionary approach
to child-rearing as the irrational reaction of
individual mothers and fathers.  Child professionals
sometimes point the finger at over-anxious parents and
advise them to be more sensible about managing the
risks their children face.  Jacqueline Lang, who is
exceptionally sensitive to the consequences of trying
to 'inoculate' children against the risks thrown up by
life, blames 'a generation of timid parents' for
'stifling the sense of adventure' of Britain's
children.  However, it is a mistake to reduce the
problem to the personalities of some parents.  How
individual adults relate to their infants at any time
is inseparable from the parenting style encouraged by
our culture and society.

 Parents today face strong social pressures to adopt a
precautionary approach towards child-rearing.
Intimidating public campaigns endlessly remind them
about the many risks their children face.  It is
difficult to retain a sense of perspective when the
safety of children has become a permanent item of news.

_The erosion of adult solidarity_

 Christina Hardyment, in her excellent study on
baby-care advice past and present, is struck by the
intensity of parental paranoia today.  She senses a
climate of permanent panic that invites a guilt-ridden
style of parenting.  The loss of small children's
freedom is one consequence.  Children's freedom has
never been restricted as it is today.  A study by Dr
Mayer Hillman of the Policy Studies Institute indicates
that while 80 per cent of 7- and 8-year-olds went to
school by themselves in 1970, fewer than 10 per cent
are now allowed to do so.  In the past, not even the
archetypal over-anxious parent would have taken the
precautionary approach that is now seen as the norm.
Even though children have never been safer or
healthier, at no time has so much concern and energy
been devoted to protecting youngsters from harm.

 A Glasgow researcher, Stuart Waiton, has produced
compelling evidence that counters the fear that
children are at greater risk than in previous times.
According to Waiton, between 1988 and 1999 the number
of children murdered between the ages of and 16
decreased in England and Wales from 4 per million to 3
per million.  The total murdered under the age of 5
dropped from 12 per million to 9 per million.  Cases of
abduction in which the offender was found guilty
dropped from 26 to 8 over the same period.

 Although surveys confirm that paranoid parenting is
widespread, there has been little attempt to understand
its causes.  The most common explanation is that it is
all the fault of the sensationalist media.  Panics
about children's safety are interpreted as 'media-led'
and television is accused of making parents
unnecessarily apprehensive.  'Increasingly, we are
bombarded by the news media with spectacular accounts
of violence, illness and health concerns, as well as
varied opinions about appropriate diets and child
rearing practices', concluded the authors of one study
of parental worries in the United States.  They
certainly have a point.  Research into the British
media's reporting of the horrific murder of 2-year-old
Jamie Bulger by two 10-year-old boys shows that it had
a major impact on parents.  In a survey of 1,000
parents taken a year later, 97 percent cited the
possible abduction of their children as their greatest
fear.  The Times reported that many of these parents
revealed that 'video images of the two-year-old being
taken by his killers were still fresh in their minds'.

 So yes, the media helps shape adults' perception of
the risks faced by children.  But it is far too
simplistic to blame the media for the problems of
parenting.  Parents do not need high-profile media
horror stories to provoke their insecurities.  They
worry about all manner of everyday things, all of the
time.  They can be anxious about Mary's weight on
Monday, Tim's refusal to eat vegetables on Tuesday, the
poor state of Mary's and Tim's education on Wednesday,
and so on.  A heightened sense of insecurity can attach
itself to relatively mundane experiences such as
whether a child is too fat or too thin.  The media does
not cause paranoid parenting.  Its main role is to
amplify society's concerns, to give shape to our fears.
Confusing the messenger with the bad news is an
understandable reaction, but not one that will help
illuminate the issues at stake.

 So what is the bad news?  In the chapters that follow,
it should become clear that a variety of influences
help to shape contemporary anxieties about parenting.
But if one thing above all others has created the
conditions for today's parenting crisis, it is the
breakdown of adult solidarity.

 Adult solidarity is one of those used to take for
granted.  Most of the time, in most places, adult
solidarity is practised by people who have never heard
of the term.  In most communities throughout the world
adults assume a modicum of public responsibility for
the welfare of children even if they have no ties to
them.  When the local newsagent or butcher scolds a
child for dropping a chewing-gum wrapper on the road,
they are actively assisting that boy's parents in the
process of socialization.  When a pensioner reprimands
a young girl for crossing the road when the light is
red, he is backing up her parents' attempt to teach,
her the ways of the world.  These displays of public
responsibility teach children that certain behaviour is
expected by the entire community, and not just by their
mum and dad.

 It has long been recognized that the socialization of
children relies on a wide network of responsible
adults.  Parents cannot be expected to act as
24-hour-a-day chaperones.  Across cultures and
throughout history, mothers and fathers have acted on
the assumption that if their children got into trouble,
other adults - often strangers - would help out.  In
many societies adults feel duty-bound to reprimand
other people's children who misbehave in public.

 As every parent knows, in Britain today, fathers and
mothers cannot rely on other adults to take
responsibility for looking after their children.
British adults are hesitant to engage with other
people's youngsters.  This reluctance to assume
responsibility for the welfare of the young is not
simply a matter of selfishness or indifference.  Many
adults fear that their action would be misunderstood
and resented, perhaps even misinterpreted as abuse.
Adults feel uncomfortable in the presence of children.
They don't want to get involved and, even when
confronted by a child in distress, are uncertain about
how to behave.

 Take the following scene in a primary school in
Bristol during the spring of 2000.  The teachers have
organized a group of 7-year-olds to go outside the
schoolyard to count the cars that pass by.  Little
Henry is bored and proceeds to poke his head through
the railings that separate the schoolyard from the
street.  He gets his head stuck.  The teachers are at a
loss to know what to do.  A crowd gathers around the
trapped child.  One teacher finds a jar of cream and
applies some of it on the railing to help Henry wriggle
out of his predicament.  It doesn't work.  Parents
begin to arrive to pick up the children.  The teachers
are standing around.  Not one of them has attempted to
pull Henry out.  Not one of them has put an arm around
the distressed boy in an act of reassurance.  They are
afraid of touching the child.  Finally, Henry's mum
arrives.  She takes one look at her son, grabs hold of
him, gives him a yank and he is out.  Henry's 80-minute
ordeal is over.

 The story was recounted to me in horror by a young
teacher, as a statement about the world we live in.
When I asked why she hadn't done something to help
little Henry, she said that she had already been
reprimanded a year earlier for being 'too physical'
with one of her pupils.

 When we live in a society that warns off teachers,
traditionally seen as being in loco parentis, it is
hardly surprising that strangers hesitate before
becoming involved with other people's children.  If a
teacher is not allowed to cuddle a crying child for
fear of the action being misinterpreted, no wonder that
passers-by will turn their backs on a weeping infant.

 Awkward adults uncomfortable in the company of
children represent a serious problem for parents.
Mothers and fathers feel that they are on their own.
Worse, many parents are convinced that it is best if
other adults don't interfere in their children's
affairs.  Parents regard other people not as allies,
but as potentially predatory on their young ones.
Clumsy adults inept at relating to children and anxious
parents concerned about 'stranger-danger' are two sides
of the same coin.

 This breakdown in adult solidarity breeds parental
paranoia.  The fear of the 'other person' is the most
tangible expression of parental insecurity.  A 1998
survey carried out by Families for Freedom noted that
89.5 per cent of the respondents had a general sense of
foreboding about the safety of their children.  This
general sense of alarm became more focused when other
adults were brought into the equation.  It was said by
76 per cent that they were 'very worried' about their
children's safety in relation to 'other people'.  The
other person is the stranger.  Research carried out by
Mary Joshi and Morag Maclean in 1995 found that more
parents gave 'stranger-danger' as a reason for using
cars for school journeys than any other reason.

 Perhaps that is why parents in Britain are more likely
to drive their children to school than in Germany,
Scandinavia and other parts of Europe where the
distance between home and school may be far greater.
In societies where neighbours and other adults assume a
degree of responsibility for keeping an eye on
children, attitudes towards their safety are far less
obsessive.  A comparative study of children's
independent mobility concluded that there is far less
parental supervision in Germany than the UK.  According
to the authors, one reason why German parents are more
likely to allow children out on their own is because
they expect other adults to keep an eye on them; in
turn, German children reported feeling that they were
watched over by the adult world.  This culture of
collaboration creates a sense of security for German
parents.  The expectation that other adults will do the
right thing helps them to take a more relaxed attitude
towards letting their children out of the door than
might be the case in Britain.  One consequence of the
erosion of adult solidarity in Britain is that the
distance that children are allowed to stray from home
has been reduced to one-ninth of what it was in 1970.

_A poisonous atmosphere for parenting_

 The finger points not only at other adults; British
parents themselves have also come under suspicion.  The
public is frequently warned that children are at risk
from their own parents.  Parents who find it difficult
to deal with the pressures of everyday life have been
portrayed as potential abusers.  In May 2000, the NSPCC
launched its Full Stop campaign.  Shocking pictures on
billboards show a loving mother playing with her baby.
The caption reads: 'Later she wanted to hold a pillow
over his face.'  Another picture highlights a loving
father cuddling his baby.  The words 'that night he
felt like slamming her against the cot' serve as a
chilling reminder not to be deceived by appearances.
The NSPCC justified its scaremongering tactics on the
grounds that it was telling parents that it is normal
to snap under pressure, and that they need to learn to
handle the strain.  But this alleged link between
parental incompetence and abusive behaviour has
disturbing implications for every father and mother.
If anyone can snap and smash the head of their baby
against the wall, whom can you trust?

 It is easy for a mother or a father to lose control
and lash out at their youngster.  Regrettably most of
us have done it on more than one occasion.  Snapping
under pressure is a normal is unfortunate fact of life.
But when we snap we don't go on to smash our baby's
head against the wall.  It may be normal for parents to
snap, but it is wrong for the NSPCC to suggest that
this temporary loss of control 'normally' leads to
abuse.  The implication that parenting under pressure
is an invitation to abuse is an insult to the integrity
of millions of hardworking mothers and fathers.  It
also helps to create a poisonous atmosphere of
suspicion and mistrust.

 A booklet Protecting our Children: A Guide for
Parents, sponsored by Labour MP Dan Norris and with a
foreword by Prime Minister Tony Blair, explains that
anybody might be a paedophile.  'They live in our
communities, in our families and may even be someone we
know and love', the booklet informs the reader.  'How
can seemingly kind and even respectable people abuse
children' it asks?'  Anyone reading this book is
invited to look at people 'we know and love' with a
newly suspicious eye.  If it is indeed the case that
anyone and everyone in our communities and our families
should be treated with caution, then trust and
collaboration between adults become impossible.

 Family life, once idealized as a haven from a
heartless world, is now widely depicted as a site of
domestic violence and abuse.  Child protection
professionals and press commentators are always warning
of the dangers that children face from their 'normal'
parents.  If victimization within the family is
pandemic then clearly we are obliged to mistrust even
those closest to us.  The focus of anxiety can no
longer be the alien stranger or criminal, but our
closest family relations, neighbours, friends, lovers
and workmates.  Such a suspicious attitude towards
everyday life redefines how people are expected to
relate to those closest to them.  This culture of fear
places parents in a difficult position.  Every year
some 120,000 parents experience the nightmare of being
wrongly accused of child abuse.'  Since normal parents
are now portrayed as potential abusers, it is not
surprising that so many face investigation on the basis
of hearsay and rumour.

 Scare campaigns that target parents represent a body
blow to the authority of every mother and father.  Here
and there, public figures still pay lip service to the
'great job' performed by parents.  But the ceaseless
reminders of parental failure take their toll.
Campaigns which claim that it is normal for parents to
snap and abuse permeate the public imagination, and
incite us to be suspicious of our neighbours.  When
even nice mothers and fathers are potential monsters it
is difficult to regard parents in a positive light.
Everyone now feels entitled to speculate about what
Mary's dad is up to.  Under this pressure, parents will
openly criticize other mothers and fathers - sometimes
in front of the children.  A society that expects
parents to teach children to avoid strangers and to
regard them with dread is storing up big problems for
the future.  When parents instruct children about
stranger-danger these days, they are also communicating
a negative statement about the adult world - and, by
implication, about themselves.

_The code of mistrust_

 If family life is seen as essentially rotten to the
core, which other institution could possibly be
perceived as good?  If parents, brothers and sisters
cannot be entirely trusted, how can we have faith in
the integrity of more distant acquaintances?  This is
the message conveyed on a daily basis through
television and popular culture.  Not a day goes by
without another sordid tale of some professional
abusing the trust that has been placed in him or her.
The suspicion of abuse that hangs over the family has
spread like a disease to infect other institutions from
schools to Scout and Guide groups.  Where once there
would have been an assumption of goodwill, dangers are
now seen to lurk.

 An editorial in the British Journal of Sports Medicine
claims that sport is 'the last refuge of child abuse'.
'I know it is going on from hundreds of interviews with
athletes but it is difficult to get any statistical
evidence', writes Celia Brackenridge.  Many sporting
bodies have issued guidelines about how to spot
potential abusers working in their midst.  In December
1998 the Amateur Swimming Association, in conjunction
with the NSPCC, set up a helpline for children on the
grounds that their sport might be targeted by
paedophiles like the Olympic swimming coach jailed for
child sex abuse.  In 1999, the England and Wales
Cricket Board issued child protection guidelines.  At
least one commentator blamed the collapse of English
cricket on paedophiles who made parents reluctant to
allow unsupervised children to play the game.

 Paedophiles have also become an issue with the St John
Ambulance service, after three of its officers were
jailed for the long-term abuse of cadets in 1998.  The
British Scout Association has been implicated in sex
scandals.  After a Coventry Scoutmaster was jailed for
indecency offences against two boys and a Hampshire
Scoutmaster was sentenced to six years for sexually
abusing eight boys, the Association adopted a policy to
'safeguard the welfare of all members by protecting
them from physical, sexual and emotional harm.

 Even religious organizations have been implicated in
this, climate of fear.  In Australia, Roman Catholic
bishops have sought to ban their priests from having
any private contact with children.  Guidelines drawn up
with the approval of the Vatican mean that
confessionals have to be fitted with glass viewing
panels.  Priests are also banned from seeing any child
alone with the door closed.  Closed doors and private
interaction are no longer acceptable to a society fed
on a constant diet of mistrust.  It is as if by
definition the closed door is an invitation to abuse.

 Any one-to-one contact between adults and children has
effectively been stigmatized.  A guideline published by
the Salvation Army advises its members to ensure that
'an adult is not left alone with a child or a young
person where there is little or no opportunity for the
activity to be observed by others'.  It adds that this
'may mean groups working within the same large room or
working in an adjoining room with the door left open'.
Salvation Army members were far from happy with this
rule since many of their activities involve musical
practice.  Since band members play different
instruments at various levels of proficiency, a lot of
the training took place one-to-one in separate rooms.
Nevertheless, the new order dictates that doors should
be left open - and, presumably, ears closed.

 A guideline issued by the British Home Office to
voluntary organizations recommends that activities
'which involve a single child working with an adult'
should 'take place in a room which can be observed
easily by others in nearby areas, even if this is
achieved simply by leaving doors open'.  Scout
Association guidelines warn scout leaders to avoid
one-to-one situations and contact sports.  Guidelines
issued by the England and Wales Cricket Board tell
coaches not to work with a child 'completely
unobserved', and suggest that 'parents should take on
the responsibility for their children in the changing
rooms'.

 The return of the medieval chaperone in Britain
provides eloquent testimony to the regulation of adult
contact with children.  In one case a rector at a
village church was forced to disband a choir because of
new guidelines on child protection.  Up to 20 child
choristers met weekly for rehearsals and sang every
Sunday at St Michael's Church in Northchapel, West
Sussex.  The Rev.  Gerald Kirkham had to stop
recruiting because, under the new code, at least two
adult chaperones were needed at choir practice.

 Mistrust of adults, especially of men, has had a
destructive impact on working relations between adults
and children.  Many adults have become wary of
volunteering for this sort of work.  The British Scout
Association faces a shortage of volunteer leaders.  'If
a man says he wants to work with young boys, people
jump to one conclusion', reported Jo Tupper, a
spokeswoman for the Scout Association.  A similar
pattern is evident in primary education.  Research
carried out by Mary Thornton of Hertfordshire
University suggests that men are turning away from
primary school teaching because of fears that they will
be labelled 'perverts'.  Thornton claimed that men on
teacher training programmes 'felt they had no idea how
to deal with physical contact'.  Some of the trainees
asked, for example, whether they 'should cuddle a
distressed child'.  When physical contact with children
comes with a health warning, teachers face a continual
dilemma over how to handle routine issues in the
classroom.  In August 1998, the Local Government
Association even went so far as to advise teachers not
to put sun cream on pupils because it could lead to
accusations of child abuse.  Lord Puttnam, the
inaugural chairman of the General Teaching Council has
warned that when teachers are regarded as potential
rapists and paedophiles their authority is seriously
undermined.

 In November 1999, it was reported that 'Teachers,
fearful of accusations of any kind of inappropriate
touching, are increasingly wary of direct contact with
the children in their charge, even if tears are
involved.'  One school in Glasgow has responded to this
'affectionphobic culture' by introducing special
massage classes for children.  The idea is that pupils
will stay fully clothed and standing upright while they
take turns to massage each other's heads, backs and
shoulders.  While the teacher reads a story, they will
also take turns to massage each other's forearms with
plain, unscented oil.'  A new ritual for an age that
dreads physical contact between adult and child.

 Fear of adults victimizing children is fuelled by a
child protection industry obsessed with the issue of
abuse.  The NSPCC's Safe Open Spaces for Children,
launched in August 1999, advised parents never to have
their children 'kiss or hug an adult if they don't want
to'.  The justification for this proposal was that it
would make children confident about refusing the
advances of a stranger.  From time immemorial, parents
have pleaded with their children to kiss or hug
grandmothers and aunts.  The call to ban this innocent
practice is symptomatic of the intense professional
mistrust of adult behaviour towards children.

 All this hysteria about physical contact actually does
little to protect children.  By casting the net so wide
and expecting child abuse to be a normal occurrence,
there is a danger of trivializing this dreadful deed.
A climate of suspicion will not deter the child abuser,
but it will undermine the confidence of all parents.
And at the end of the day, confident parents are best
placed to educate their children to deal with risks and
danger.

_The flight from children_

 From voluntary organizations to primary education,
well-meaning adults are being put off from playing a
valuable role in instructing and inspiring young
children.  At a conference organized by Playlink and
Portsmouth City Council in November 1999, the delegates
were enthusiastic professionals committed to improving
children's lives through outdoor play.  But several of
the play workers felt that their role was diminished by
bureaucratic rules designed to regulate their contact
with children.  One play worker complained that she
often could not do 'what's right' by the children,
because if she did not follow the rules it would
threaten her career prospects.

 Those who work with children are automatically
undermined by new conventions that control their
behaviour.  If it is assumed that professional carers
need to be told how to relate to the children in their
charge, why should parents - or children - trust them?
But it is not only professional carers or volunteers who
are affected by this climate of paranoia.  Suspicion
towards them reflects and reinforces a more general
distrust of adults.  It is assumed that none of us can
be expected to respect the line between childhood and
adulthood: that we need to be told what almost all of us
know by instinct - children are vulnerable people who
need protection.  This means comforting a distraught child
with a cuddle just as much as it means not abusing
those young people who have put their trust in you.

 The negative image of adulthood enshrined in the new
conventions has far-reaching implications.  The healthy
development of any community depends on the quality of
the bond that links different generations.  When those
bonds are subjected to such intense suspicion, the
ensuing confusion can threaten the very future of a
community.  After all, relations of warmth and
affection are inherent in family relationships, and
even in relations between children and other caters.
If an adult touching a child comes to be regarded with
anxiety, how can these relations be sustained?

 Is it any surprise that many adults are literally
scared of badly behaved children.  Take the following
scene on the lawn of one of Britain's leading
universities.  Over 200 law lecturers and students are
waiting for an official photograph to be taken.  A
young girl cycles up to the group and plonks herself
down in front of the group and refuses to move.  She is
asked politely to move, but still refuses to do so.
Not a single adult in this large group dares to
intervene, reprimand the young girl or physically move
her on.  Afterwards, the lecturers justify their
paralysis on the grounds that they feared accusations
of assault or abuse if they had attempted to move her
out of the way.  In this stand-off the young girl
emerges as the winner.  Twenty minutes later, bored
with her easy victory over the disoriented adults, the
girl leaves of her own accord.

 It should really come as no surprise that some
children have begun to play off this general distrust
of adults to make life difficult for those they don't
like.  Most children are enterprising creatures, for
whom adult insecurities provide an opportunity to
exercise their power.  Every year hundreds of teachers
face false allegations of abuse.  A teacher wept openly
at the April 2000 conference of the Association of
Teachers and Lecturers as he recounted his three months
of agony after being falsely accused of punching a
12-year-old pupil.  Other teachers recounted cases of
false accusation and demanded that school staff should
not be treated as guilty until proven innocent.  It is
tempting to blame malicious children for making life
hell for some of their teachers.  But it is not really
their fault.  They are merely manipulating a
dirty-minded world created by obsessive adults.

 The distrust of adult motives has encouraged a flight
from children: a distancing between the generations.
In some cases it has led to an avoidance of physical
contact, in others the reluctance to take
responsibility.  The flight from children expresses
adult confusions about how to relate to younger
generations.  Elderly people in particular are often
unclear about what is expected of them in dealing with
children.  An 82-year-old man with numerous
grandchildren and great-grandchildren provides a
classic illustration of this dilemma:

 "I was in a shop and this woman came in who the wife
knew, with her little granddaughter.  I was eating a
sweet, and this little girl looked up at me, so I said,
'would you like a sweetie, duck?'  She got all scared
and jumped back.  And I said, 'well that's the best
thing you want to do.  Never take a sweetie off
nobody'.  She done right, but it made me feel cheap,
like.  It made me feel awful really, to think I was
offering a little girl a sweet.  And I love kiddies.
In the paper you hear there's horrible people about and
it's awful, but it made me feel right cheap."

 This octogenarian has internalized the new mood of
suspicion towards adult motives.  His mental retreat
from following his well-meaning instincts towards the
young girl is part of a general pattern.  Sadly, this
flight from children means that adult collaboration in
raising the young rests on a fragile foundation.
Parents of course cannot flee from their children.
They are left to deal with the damage caused by the
erosion of adult solidarity.  They are truly on their
own.  The decline of adult solidarity means that
parents must pay the cost for society's estrangement
from its children.

_Parents on their own_

 More than ever parents are on their own.  According to
Professor John Adams of University College, London, we
live in an age of hypermobility, where the car has
facilitated a new level of social dispersal.  Adams
believes that hypermobility has led to the increased
anonymity of individual households, a decline of
conviviality towards our neighbours, a less
child-friendly environment and the emergence of
parental anxieties towards children's outdoor safety.
His concerns are echoed by numerous studies that
confirm a palpable sense of social isolation.  A survey
published by the Royal Mail in 1999 revealed that
people now live further away from relatives - though
the majority still live within an hour's journey.  A
quarter of respondents aged under 35 rarely or never
spoke to their neighbours.  Nearly a third of these
respondents said that they would only offer to help
neighbours if it was absolutely necessary, and did not
want to know them any better.  This indifference
towards the fate of neighbours underlines the absence
of communal affinity.  We often live in neighbourhoods
without neighbours.  The absence of an obvious network
of support has important implications for the way that
adults negotiate the task of child-rearing.

 The theme of social isolation is a familiar one to
most parents.  Mothers and fathers complain about an
uneasy sense that they are 'on their own'.  Many
mothers, especially those who work, are preoccupied
with what could go wrong with their childcare
arrangements.  When there are no relatives near, and
you are not on first-name terms with your neighbours,
who is to pick up your child when your meeting runs
late?  Who can stay home and nurse a child off school
for two weeks with chickenpox?  The absence of an
obvious back-up, the tenuous quality of friendship
networks and the difficulty of gaining access to
quality childcare all helps to create the feeling that
life is one long struggle, increasing tensions within
the household.

 The fragmentation of family relations and the
diminished sense of community have inevitably helped to
make parents feel insecure.  Not knowing where to turn
in case of trouble can produce an intense sense of
vulnerability - especially among lone parents who feel
that they are literally on their own.  The isolation of
parents is not simply physical.  The erosion of adult
solidarity transforms parenting into an intensely
lonely affair, with only the state to turn to.  A climate
of suspicion serves to distance mothers and fathers from
the world of adults. In turn, this predicament invites
parents to be anxious and over-react - not just to the
danger they see posed by strangers, but to every problem
to do with their youngsters' development.  As we shall
see, paranoid parenting now embraces almost every aspect
of child-rearing.

----------------------------------------------------------






Lyrics:
----------------------------------------------------------

The Vandals

_Look What I Almost Stepped In..._
Label: Nitro Records
Date: 2000


_FOURTEEN_

I've watched you grow for all these years and shamefully
admit, I've loved to watch you blossom and it's awful hard
to quit- feeling these feelings stirring up inside of me.
You nearly are a woman now and in a couple years, all the
rules and boundaries will slowly disappear, wait now my
child until you get a little older, every new sunrise
brings your heart a little closer to me

CHORUS:

But I can't make love to you - because you're fourteen just
a peck on the cheek as I'm counting the weeks go by (why?
why?) We can't make love together - because you're fourteen
years old And the trust of your mom that we're not doing
wrong, I just can't betray - today.

Just an ounce of patience we can still do things we like -
watch you eat an ice cream cone and watch you ride your
bike

Patiently longing for that future day of truth -
I want to hug and kiss you nearly every time I see you
but I don't want the neighbourhood to get the wrong idea
there'll come a day when love like ours is not a crime
just give it time -

CHORUS X2:

But I can't make love to you - because you're fourteen just
a hug and a sigh from a law biding guy tonight (why? why?)
We can't make love together- because you're fourteen years
old And the trust of your mom that we're not doing wrong, I
just can't betray - today.

----------------------------------------------------------






Academic notes:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Infantia_
Lindsay Smith
New Formations, 42, Winter 2000, pp.85-98.

 Looks at Ruskin and Carroll in relation to their
 little girls as muses.

--

_No One Is Seduced Here - Nabokov's Perverse Family Romances_
Christine Clegg
New Formations, 42, Winter 2000, p.98 ff.

 Looks at _The Enchanter_ in the light of _Lolita_.

----------------------------------------------------------






And finally...
----------------------------------------------------------

April 2001

_Indian school kids put teachers on porn site _

At least 20 students from a leading Indian secondary
school have been interrogated by police for setting
up a pornography website featuring female teachers
and classmates.

The crime branch took up the case after a student in
New Delhi's Air Force Bal Bharti School complained that
some students in her class had put up a "filthy site".

"This is the first time that we have registered a [cyber
porn] case against school students," an investigating
official said.

----------------------------------------------------------
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'Albert Ross' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Hello again

I have a distinct feeling that I've really 'fallen into
my navel' this time, and that sharing this is not
exactly appropriate, but..  some days, when things get
rough, I write letters at myself, not knowing where to
send them.  and then ASGL-L arrived again, and I
wondered if maybe...

What follows relates to quote/unquote child
pornography, I guess, but of the two specifics related,
I'd call the one horror and the other...  you'd have to
ask Rica what she calls it now.  Both are out there on
the net, engraved now in the world - wide-archives, and
I doubt we will ever manage to erase either from the
history of our race.

So this is for 'rica' and 'cbaby' whoever you might be,
with my heart in my mouth..

It was all probably a dream, and I have no particular
intention of going back to check, since I prefer the
picture I have to the possibility of an illusion, but I
was proceeding on the apparently legal assumption that,
as long as nothing hits one's hard-drive in any form
other than decidedly temporary...  the law here says
'possession', and they were pretty particular about
getting the words on the new policy right, so I assume
they know what they want.

Which comprises the worst of it.  Over the past couple
of years, while they've been debating, in accordance
with the glove-and-mail banner 'legal in bc' headline,
I've been making irregular and fear/guilt-ridden
attempts to sort out for myself what it all means to
me.

The experience, to date, while bright (possibly) in
some eyes, has mostly haunted me.  A camera is usually
the tool of a thief or spy in a place I feel I could
only approach as a guest, if ever, and besides...

Who am I to be grubbing through someone else's memories
without their permission?  Nobody I know of, whose
childhood experiences are hung out there on the net for
all the world to see, has stepped forward to say that
they really don't mind if I drool over them
occasionally.

But sometimes I wonder if maybe some would if they
could, and besides..

Where else do you go on Earth Day, while everybody else
is out getting their faces painted in the rain, and
self-confessed extemporaneous inamoratuses (sorry, but
I've forgotten all the declensions) such as yourself
are generally frowned upon at such revels?

And so I found Rica and her friend, whose name I
couldn't catch because I don't speak their language -
she maybe eleven going on forever, he white haired all
over and as far as I could see her more junior and most
decidedly devoted admirer, and a digital video camera
on a tripod that they were sharing.

I've never seen such delight in two people's eyes.  not
ever.

And I sincerely doubt either of them had anything more
than the vaguest fear that any of it would end up where
I found it.  So what does that make me, who watched it
all right through, and sat there chewing on my heart
for hours afterward?

So... on Earth Day I found a grail (of sorts) and had a
religious experience (if you're willing to call falling
in love with what you think might be a picture of
someone else's a religious experience) and then it all
fell apart again.

Mostly because it seems quite unlikely that it was Rica
who put those images on the net, and if she didn't,
then what happened?

In the directory alongside the one labelled 'Rica', I
found a series of clips taken by a man with a digital
camera in one hand and...  the first sound was a scream
and I can't get what I saw of the rest of it out of my
head.

Hi.  I'm still here and I wish to scream.  Hence this
letter.

'Albert Ross'
------------------------------------------------------





'Arktoi' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

'Cindy' wrote:
>I would VERY MUCH like to be in touch with other
>pedophiles -- perhaps form some kind of do-good group,
>where the world COULDN'T say we were all bad.  I just
>don't know how!  :(

I have heard of a group called Paedophiles Against
Child Exploitation (PACE).  I do not know anything else
about them, but you can surely look them up on the Web.
I do not know that I care for the use of the word
"Paedophile" as it has been hopelessly dragged through
the mud already.  This would seem to be a foredoomed
effort to rehabilitate the word.

--

'Thad' wrote:
>I was talking
>with some friends the other day, and... I'm now
>realising that I was just about to write something that
>would almost certainly get snipped.  So I'll stop.

What sort of thing "would almost certainly get snipped"
around here?  If we cannot speak freely here, where can
we?  Why are things snipped?  I thought it was only
because of undue length.  Am I wrong?

My brothers, resolve with me to adhere to these rules:

1. Never do anything that might seem improper in
public.

2. Provide your lover with distractions afterward, so
that those things are that are freshest in her mind,
making her less likely to let slip details to somebody
about what went on before.

3. Always make sure she fully consents to whatever you
have in mind.  It would be a good idea to ask her
beforehand, "Is it OK if I do such-and-such?"  Then
when you are doing it, it might be wise to ask her, "Is
this OK with you?"  Do not just assume that she
consents to a touching, just because she seems to be
enjoying it at the time.  Body language is not enough.
Remember that the establishment likes to warn kiddies
against any touching that makes them feel
'uncomfortable'.  So make sure you do not make your girl
'uncomfortable'.

4. Make sure your child knows how to keep a secret.  If
not, you better not give her anything to talk to others
about.  Find someone a little bit more mature.

'Arktoi'
------------------------------------------------------






'Dia' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

'Allo, all.  I was simply wondering about the childhood
of everyone.  Were they "normal", if anything is?  I
also wonder how interaction is with other adults now -
reserved, awkward, unpleasant or so?  I'm absolutely
ruined by 'pedophiles'.  Absolutely, absolutely,
absolutely.  I'm not angry or sickened, but I feel
robbed, so to speak and crushed by it all.  This world
looks so GOLD (perhaps because it's dreams and
childhood) but still, undoubtedly profane.

Look, if anyone here actually, miraculously, could
obtain a girl-girlfriend, how would life be?  I think,
I'm convinced, it's the pursuit which keeps all going.
It's the dream, ever the dream, and it's a dream which
sent you into such a love.  Deny or justify it as you
wish.... Are you afraid of adulthood?  Are you afraid
to lose innocence?  What do you fear?  What does this
bring you?  Everyone is afraid to go into darkness.

But little girls.... Little girls don't know... they're
just saved by your delusion.  You love your delusion.
Do you understand?  Where have your minds gone?
There's nothing blessed, they have no idea, and cannot
save you.  Go into the darkness, stop weeping and so,
maybe you'll come by a real life.  If you were angry at
this, please make some comment.  It's only my own view.
I just want to know, because I'm ever crushed by this.

'Dia'
------------------------------------------------------






'Dalderious' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

'Lloyd' wrote:
> I don't know _how_ I'm going to cope when I get
>back  home.

Is it feasible for you to write letters to them? Not
love-letters, at least not at first. Keeping up
correspondence with them will make it last longer,
although involves some added risk in committing events
to paper.

> I generally argue to convince other people of the
>validity of thinking like I do, rather than to
>persuade them to think in the same way.

I argue to get to the truth. Or at least as close to
it as possible. Getting other people to validate my
form of thinking would be a useless effort. I don't
care what "they" think. Besides, if argument is a good
thing, getting them to think your way would probably
weaken their ability to provide ample argument in the
future.

>Yeah, I kind of agree with that idea.  Surely if we
>were all connected at some deep level we wouldn't be
>capable of all the crap we do to each other.  That's
>my take on things, anyway.

Hmm... Many people seem to be at odds with their
family, yet most friendly towards non-family members.
Connections make people feel uneasy, as their is
someone who actually knows them, which makes them lose
individuality, which leads to loss of self-worth. That
tends to make people aggressive. Therefore, the *more*
connected the *more* easily one could hurt another.
There "we are all one" idea sounds like its from
"new-age philosophy" to me. What a load of mud.

> But what "normal" nineteen year old wants to be
>friends with an eight year old girl?

Are you saying that I wasn't normal? :-)

--

'Yuri' wrote:
>With all due respect, I disagree.

There is no respect due to me, thus this is an insult.
I'll forgive you if you agree to just say "with
respect" rather than "with all due respect". :-)

> The ability to argue the other's viewpoint is not an
>inherent sign of the weakness of your own, nor does
>it
>mean that the person has no firm convictions.  All
>viewpoints have strengths and weaknesses, none is
>perfect.

This is exactly where we disagree. As I stated
earlier, I firmly believe that everything is "black
and white". There is only one answer, which is
correct. All others are incorrect. The point of
argument is to arrive at the correct answer.

With all due respect, I believe that the "none is
perfect" belief comes from people who are to
embarrassed to state how they are correct and others
are incorrect (or wrong). Or they are to afraid
to submit to another point of view when it is proven
to be correct.

> The better you understand the weaknesses of your
>viewpoint, the better prepared you are to counter any
>arguments against your viewpoint which try to exploit
>these weaknesses.

Exploit is such an ugly word. I do not argue to "win"
the argument, though that has its own pleasure. I
argue to arrive at the truth. No exploitation,
connive-ry, or trickery. Just plain unadulterated truth.

>Understanding your opponent's viewpoint will often
>increase your understanding of the weakness (and the
>strengths) of both viewpoints, and can often lead to
>a greater conviction of one's own.

<sarcasm>
And then we'll both understand and live happily ever
after.
</sarcasm>

You can believe in that "shades of grey" idea if you'd
like. I have no issue with that. The premise of what I
said, was only after I remarked that I believe
everything to be "black and white".

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>>>If you believe in evolution, which seems a
>>>no-brainer at this point,

>>Yes, because only someone with no-brains would
>>believe it. :-)

>Are you saying you do not believe in evolution?

Yes. I do not believe in evolution. You can quote me
on that. (not only that that is what I meant, but even
what I said. :P )

> It seems to me the scientific evolution is quite
> overwhelming...

You are welcome to believe that it is overwhelming.

I originally wrote a paragraph or two, and then deleted
it to save Ianthe the trouble. However, I will go into
it now. I will say three things. Why I said it, what I
meant, and why we should ignore it. I'll keep it
short, and try not to antagonize.

When "blueprint" was mention, a number of replies came
along. Presumably because religion is unpopular. When
the evolution remark was made, only I argued. Why
no-one else? Because it is popular. Keeping religion
out of this list is a good thing. But we religious
fanatics should not have to "sit on our hands", and on
our pride, as evolution is promoted. Yes promoted. The
smaller the comment, the more it affects a person due
to subconscious thought, similar to dreaming.
Therefore, as unpopular as my remark was I made it.
I'll say it outright. Please do not use this list to
promote evolution. It will only pull us off-topic. If
you are saying it to make a point, that is all-right.
But to make a snide comment, by calling it a "no-
brainer", is meant only to antagonize. I therefore
retorted in kind.

To me, evolution is a religion. It just happens to be
one of the few religions that are not based in
theology. When people say "scientific" they mean it to
evoke a feeling of authority. I think it makes them
sound silly. Science is the study of empirical
evidence. Hardly a *proof* to anything, unless you
want it to be.

Please, let us keep away from these arguments.
Especially snide comments. If we let them go on, it
will divide us. This list is for support, which
requires togetherness. If we all argue about deeply
felt topics that no-one is willing to compromise on
anyway, we'll lose everything this list have to offer.

Thank you for reading, I feel much better now.

--

Now for a question. In jest that is. Which is better,
a religious gl who believes in some deity, or a
scientist, to whom science is all that is?

For the latter, believing in evolution means that
sooner or later we'll all evolve into the best being.
Being lgs are obviously the best, eventually, we'll
all evolve into lgs. I wonder if the fact that
lgs soon become x-lgs disproves evolution?

For the religious gl, lgs are taunted by the world to
become x-lgs. Before that, there is reason to
"believe" in them.

>That is why I have difficulty with the concept of
>normal... average is certainly a better term.

Yes, but tell one person they are "average" and
another that they are "normal". Who will feel better?
Besides, average is an amount that no-one has equal.
Normal is similar to median.

---

'Cindy' wrote:
>As someone else pointed out on here, when they have
>grimy hands, I'd help them wash them

Not only am I not just "someone" I'm "someone else".
*sniff*

--

>Somebody else ? wrote:
Now you even question if I'm "someone else"?

>>Well, just be happy that we'll not meet. If we'd
>>meet,we'd either agree with each other and be bored,
>>or argue and be at each other's throats.

>My answer is: not really!  *SOME* of us just want
>*PEACE*, not arguments!  :)

I argue with people to arrive at the truth. Then I am
at peace.

--

>Before, when I worked in toy stores, and department
>stores in the toy department, parents and little
>girls
>would come up to me and *ASK* me to help them!  You
>can rest ASSURED, I was *MOST* obliging!  :D Now, If
>I
>should so much as LOOK at one, somebody is ready to
>call the cops!  <BIG SIGH> !

Did you leave, or did something happen?

--

'Thad' wrote:
>I couldn't quite work out who said this - apologies

:-)

You too? I feel like crying. No-one will even mention
me by name. *super sniff*

OK, I'm kidding... Sort of.

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
<snip>

Wow, I love reading this guy's stuff. :-)


--

OK, we all know and love Charles Dodgson, right? How
about Samuel Clemens (better known by his pen-name,
Mark Twain)?

I recently bought a book. "Mark Twain's Aquarium"
(ISBN 0-8205-1238-x). Apparently, Mr. Clemens started a
"Club" in his later years for girls between the ages
of 10 and 15 (inclusive). This book gives a bit of
history, and all the correspondence "fit to print".

Here's a bit from the introduction (page xix). It
quotes from his autobiographical writings (well,
sayings, he had someone else (not me :-)) write them
down)....

 "That day I put into verse, as well as I could, the
 feeling that was haunting us. The verses were not for
 publication, and were never published, but I will
 insert them here as being qualified to throw light
 upon my worship of school girls - if worship be the
 right name, and I know it is. [...]

 No, it is a treasure-palace of little people whom I
 worship, and whose degraded and willing slave I am. In
 grandchildren I am the richest man that lives today:
 for I _select_ my grandchildren, whereas all other
 grandfathers have to take them as they come, good,
 bad, or indifferent."

Worship? Slave? Looks like he could have used this
list. :-) Though, he likes the older lgs, 10 isn't so
bad, but 15 is *way* out of my zone.

  [ We should keep in mind that puberty in the 1890s
    happened a lot later than now - between 16 and 17,
    averaging at 16.5 years for girls. ]

Unfortunately, he met one girl, Gertrude Natkin, when
she was 15. When she turned 16, he basically
discouraged any further correspondence, she, however,
wrote many letters to keep it going. I wasn't there,
but it pains me to know that someone could get so
close to an lg, and then drop her when he believes
that she has "grown up". Personally, I'd love to be
able to love an lg, even when she grows up, and have
that special connection with her, that one can only
have when knowing a friend from childhood.

One of the girls he knew, Dorothy Quick, wrote a book
about their friendship. "Enchantment: A Little Girl's
Friendship with Mark Twain". Disney made a movie based
on the book, "Mark Twain and Me", and the book was
republished under the same title. Though I am not sure
if the book was edited between the two. The latter is
readily available. The former is harder to find.

I am pursuing the book, after I found "Lewis Carroll
As I Knew Him" by Isa Bownman, to be an entirely
delightful book. Especially where she says...

 "Afterwards he came suddenly to me, and saying nothing,
 caught me up in his arms and kissed me passionately. I
 was only ten or eleven years of age at the time, but
 now the incident comes back to me very clearly, and I
 can see it as if it happened but yesterday-the sudden
 snatching of my picture, the hurried striding across
 the room, and then the tender light in his face as he
 caught me up to him and kissed me."

The only problem is that he did not meet her until she
was thirteen, so she was probably three or four years
older than she remembered. But, while reading that
book, I got that "warm fuzzy feeling". I hope to find
the same in "Enchantment". Maybe I'll even watch the
movie *after* I read the book.

--

OK, I have now read some of the book (Aquarium).
Here's some interesting notes. On almost all her
correspondence, Gertrude Natkin signed the letter
"Your little girl who loves you". I'd love to hear
those words from one of my lgs.

In one letter to Dorothy Quick, after she stayed by
him for a few days, he wrote...

 "I went to bed as soon as you departed, there being
 nothing to live for after that, & the sunshine all
 gone.  How do you suppose I am going to get along
 without you?  For five hours this has been a dreary
 place, a sober & solemn place, a hushed & brooding &
 lifeless place, for the blessed Spirit of Youth has
 gone out of it, & left nothing that's worth while.
 Aren't you sorry for me, you fresh breeze blown from
 fragrant fields of flowers?  I thought this was a home.
 It was a superstition.  What is a home without a child?
 particularly a home that's had such a child as you in
 it.  It isn't a home at all, it's merely a wreck.
 _Now_ I hope you see what you've done by going away,
 you little witch."

Later in the same letter...

 "Are you an idol?  I suspect it; for I know you have
 left a lot of idolators behind you in this house.  Of
 whom the very principalest one is the undersigned."

In another letter to her, remarking on her writing
abilities getting better as evident in her most
recent letter to him (she wrote a number of books
later in life)...

 "It is good practice for you, in observing &
 remembering, & good entertainment for me, because I am
 fond of you, & so whatever you do, & think, & feel,
 interests me."

Well, I think I can agree with those feeling, that is,
after removing at least five years from his lg.

--

I was happy for a bit this weekend. I was out taking a
leisurely stroll, and lo and behold, a group of lgs
appeared before me. There must have been 10 eight year
olds, and a couple 12 year olds for good measure. The
elder ones were in front, so I came up from behind.
There was nothing devious about this, I was going that
way anyway, I just sped up a bit to catch up to them.

Well, as if that was not enough, three of the girls
started to straggle behind the rest, getting into a
bit of a fight. Not a real one, but two of them did
seem to gang up on the other and were playfully
pushing her behind. They also all kept looking at me
and giggling. Well, after a minute or two, I was close
enough to see who they were, the one being pushed was
my lovely Rachel! Now, more excited then ever, I was
smiling and kept up. Until right before I was to turn
off, the two stopped Rachel, turned her around, and
they all stared at me. I said hello to her, and she
did not answer. The other two kept pushing her and
saying "say hello". Finally, she said hello, and we
departed.

If I read the situation correctly, she must have told
them that she was fond of me, and they were making fun
of her to some extent. Or at least that is what I
thought just then, and so as not to embarrass her, I
left after just a moment.

I think I recognized the other two girls as her friend
and her cousin, so they might have seen us talking to
each other in the past. However, I would have to
assume that she said something.

I really had lost hope in Rachel. Last I saw her, I
was talking to her brother and I used him as an excuse
to come to her. I was staring at her and her brother
finally told her that he thought I wanted to speak
to her (was it *that* obvious?). I wanted to convey so
much, but none could be put to words, so I fumbled and
made some comment to start a conversation. She ended
up calling me weird and that was that. I figured she
outgrew me. This new incident, however, gives me hope.

If I am correct in my assumption as to why they were
where they were, then they should be there next week
at the same time. I hope to *accidentally* be right
there again. Though a week can be so long.

'Dalderious'
------------------------------------------------------




'Fairy Knight' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Another day in Paradise, as a friend of mine likes to
say.  Not much of interest in my life, but I thought I
would do a quick book review of some fiction that I
have read recently :)

 Daughter of The Blood: A good but very dark book about
a young girl who is virtually a goddess.  The only
problem with it is that some of the worst villains in
the book are child molesters.  Still, one of the main
characters falls in love with her while she is still a
young girl (ten, I think).  And it is so much fun to
see what happens to the villains.  Fantasy.

 Pegusus in Space: A good book that has a little bit of
interest for a GL.  One of the characters is a young
girl, and she is quite important in the first part of
the book, less so in the second.  Sci Fi.

 Acornia: This book is very good, though it is another
one that rather vilifies peadofiles.  Well worth
reading though, simply because several of the major
characters are young girls, and heroic ones at that.
Sci Fi.

 Arrows of the Queen: A delightful book about a thirteen
year old girl training to serve her queen.  I very
highly recommend this one!  Fantasy.

There are others, but I need to look up the titles :)

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
>Conversation point - would anyone here say that they
>had a "normal" adolescence - inasmuch as there is one.
>(I'm thinking from about ten/eleven here) Just
>something I'm interested in, really.  I'd definitely
>say that I'm in the camp hoping that my schooldays
>really don't end up being the best days of my life.

I hear ya there!  I hated my adolescence.  Actually, I
was never a normal teen.  I never really hit that
rather ridiculous rebellious stage.  Rather, I did but
didn't react outwardly.

>Surely if we
>were all connected at some deep level we wouldn't be
>capable of all the crap we do to each other.  That's
>my take on things, anyway.

We are and we aren't. I believe that we exist on many
levels, some noble, some less so. It is impossible to
say what a persons true motivation is for any action,
since there are probably more than one, maybe hundreds,
of motivations involved.

>I think J.K. Rowling should receive an award.  (Well, OK,
>she already has, but humour me.)  The Harry Potter
>books are so great.  You've got pretty little witches,
>pre-pubescent love (little Ginny makes me die), and an
>excellent conversation starter with lgs.

Ah yes!  The wonderful Harry Potter books.  I thought
the first one was moderately good, and wondered what
all the hype was about.  Then I read the second book.
Wow!  And that idiot Harry doesn't have any idea what a
good thing he has going with Ginny!

>One final thing, would there be any way that I could
>see some of your writing?

Possibly, if Ianthe doesn't mind.  I'll post a little
blurb from something I don't intend to try and publish.
How about you?  I'll show you mine if you'll show me...
oops, that sounded real bad.

>  [ and, oh 'bear of little brain'... would you have
>    sense to use a pseudonym and also to publish as
>    an e-Book through Alessandra ? ;]

Of course!  An e-Book!  That's a wonderful idea.  As
for the pseudonym, I always use one when I write.

--

'Cindy' wrote:
>So, I guess I
>am not the selfless saint I thought I was for all those
>years, and I doubt anybody else is either!

Aren't you?  Can you really be sure that somewhere deep
down inside you didn't do what had to be done for
selfish reasons, but rather because it was the right
thing to do?  We humans tend to second guess our motive
far to often.

--

To Ex Astris, thanks so much for that beautiful poem!

'Fairy Knight'
------------------------------------------------------






--
ASGL-L

